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Dr. 33 ( pretended ) Scripture 
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| | WHEREIN ALSO 

The Wrong Acceptation of ſome Scripture 
Terms, relating to that Doctrine, is at- 

| tempted to be rectified, 

AND ALSO 


| GOD, is made "manifeſt. 


Scripture in the way of private Judgment, 
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TRINITY; | 


The Orthodox DaGtzne of Three: Per- 
| ſons in the One MA nu%, Subſtance of 


| With a PREFACE, | | 
| IWherein a Late Pamphlet concerning The| 
| | Diffuukies attending the Study of the|-| 


Topo: Printed for, and ſold by George 


. | Royal Exchange in Cornhill, 1714. 
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ER NAT A. 


5 5. line 32. fed Is * ablolute neceſſity : p. 19. U 55 


7. Socinu faſted": p. 21. 1. 19. 1. Add to this: p. 36 1. T0. 


is not founded - 5. 45. 1.1257. of no other J. 26. 1. are ne, 

to choſe: 25 93. 1 33. 7. Adonaui : p. 55. L. 9. r. And wholly 
in the pe UM J. 23. r. Offence. _ Verſe 27. : — 5 70. 
J. 19. 7. dion; % ſince, to _ P. 71. I. 26. v. Firſt, 
fen the firſt ꝛbat ſays: 5. 76. l. 16. 7. 1 Tim. iii. 13. 7 7. 
{ 5. r. proved hereafter. In — time, 5 80. J. 31. 1. after 
the Father in Time. Laſtly: p. 82. J. penult. v. Relative he 
"is Doctr. No. 531.) Where 58 211. 7. and That N 
gatten = I. 23. 7. from-all other Beings : 2.1. 25. 7. NV. 

hy — 34. . The Son humbling Himjaif: p. 95. 1 2+ 
15 Ys Xa; : 5. 98. J. 5. r. Deity ; and the Perſon i in : J. 10. 

7. Article: L 2 r. Article: p. 99. 1. ＋ 2 Spirit. (4) Here 
, 102. J. 36. r . the Office of iator LN 

Tis from the — more common Uſe of Ges THE MEDLINE 
GOD. The ſelf-exiſtent Nature Dr. Clarke affirms. to be Incoms 
municable; and Origen in this paſſage declares, One Nature: ro 
be ſelf-exiſtent (Aube) in the Peron of Chriſt: p. rt. 
l. 16. r. Mediatorial : ip. 112. L 1. v. then known to: 1. 2%. 
7. Edit. Plantin. 1 580. 40. :' J. 24-7. affirming the 9 to — 
been in all the Manuſcripts except Seven ; and 11 thoſe Seve 
cept only the Words IN. HEAVEN: . 27. r. the Vaſe to * 
read: J. 42. 1. Call Blaſphemows. | 


The Reader is deſired to make the following 
ADDILIONS 


O page 47. 1.36. read Church. See No. x. pag. 94. J. 39. v. 
| Subſtance, See No. VIII. p. 62. p. 49. l. 5. r. Hereafter, 
See p.78. . 7. 1. Hereafter. See p. 86. p. 51.1. ult. r. Iſrael, 
in ch. xvii. 7: &c. p. 52. 1: 3. r. N. . p84. 8 54. l. 4. 
7. 2. Now in anſwer to Dr. Clarke's Reply to Mr. Nelſon p. 51. 
I does p. Gr. I. 5. 7. Father, taking the Term for the Title 
the Subſtance : p. 65. J. 22. r. accordinghy, And thus pro ve. 
the Nr mo e og —— 3 ms may: 
73. J. 8. v. Propeſition (lee pag. 3t.) Conjines 2 p. 83. J. 4. r. 
Ts alſo forces — Beater 2 and deny t be be Preogrty 
to the ſame Subſtance. He ſays with Euſebius (Doctr. p. 469) 
that the Son is, Mi) UE begs mids wi % x; beν,,i N E 28 
Tiaress. Not of any othtr-Perfon or Subſtaaice; but of the Father. 
And — wore Ty mire} Twi forum N mym Y d- 
duS — Like in ectry veſpet to the on Father. who begat Him, 
cc. And declares the Subſtance of the Father to be diſtin- 
7 from all other Subſtance by this eſſential Property," that 
t is ſelf-exiſtent (Doctr. p. 465. Reply p. 2292) Yer he denies the 
Subſtance of the Son to be ſeif en: ent (Do&r. p. 276.) thus ma- 
King the ſame Subſtance ſelf. exiſtent in the Father, and not 
ſelf-exiſtent in the Son. | : In 
In Page 103. line 12. after | Jehovah} add By Dr. Clarke's own 
Rule, this Title PTEHOVAH is confined to the Subſtance, and de- 
notes only the metaphyſical Attributes thereof. For the relative 
Terms Our, Their, &c. are never joyned thereto in the Hebrew 


Text, but always ſuffixed to the Title Elohim (ſee his Reply 


to Mr. Nelſon p. 119. and elſewhere.) But to ſay the Truth, 

thu Rule is Fallaciow, For when we are diſcourſing with that 

fort of Atheiſts, who affirm Matter to be Eternal, we rightly 

155 Matter is their Eternal Being, but it is not our Eternal 
eing. | 
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M berein it is proved, that the Study. of the 
Seriptures in the way. of Private Judgment ut 
not attended with any Difficulty or Diſcourage- 
ment, but on the contrary makes Men Ortho- 
| dox, In anſwer to a Late Pamphlet upon that 


Sujet tending to induce” the making ſome 


_ New Law for the Reinoval of ſt uch F4 } erended 


_ Difficulties: 


HE Following. Tract was intended for the 
Preſs without any Preface at all, that the 
Reader might without Interruption have 
come to the. Point. But ſince the Wri- 
ting it, the Bookſeller ſent me a Pamphlet which 
ſeems to have made a Noiſe in the World, and ar- 
gues upon a Suppoſition, that the Scriptures are ei- 
ther not Incelligible, or directly againft us, if they 
may be fairly applyed to. Which if it was true, 
would at once put an end to all I have to ſay 
and therefore I beg leave firſt to ſay a few Words 
in anſwer to that Gentlema gn. 
T. I ſhalkpaſfs by all he fays of the Hiſfieulties that 
ariſe from the Languages, Time, and other, Circumſtances 
belonging. to. the Writing of the. beg Books. Which is : 
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429 
ges. He calls himſelf a Clergy man, and Writes to 
one of that Order, And therefore theſe Difficulties are 
out of the Caſe. If we of the Laity had nothing 
elſe to- do but ſtudy the Scriptures, in order to qua- 
lify us for a thorough Knowledge of them: If our 
Youth and the firit Years of our Manhood were 
confined to this Study, would it not be a Reflection 
upon us to complain, that an Application of Four- 
teen Years ſhould not make us perfect in the Know- 
tedge of Two Languages, and of a ſmall Volume 
wrote therein 2 Eſpecially when the Subſtance of 
the Doctrine was imbibed with our Mother's Milk, 
and may without an Error in the Computation add 
another Seven Years to the Study? This puts me in 
mind of ſomething I am not willing to ſuſpect 
Surely, none but a Friend of Rome, or ef Deilm, would 
have made uſe of ſuch an Argument to diſcourage the 


| Clergy from this Study, None that has any Regard 


for God and his Religion, would think a New Law 
neceſſary to remove theſe Difficulties. What can 
ſuch a Law enact? It muſt either ſer aſide the Bu- 
fineſs, or compel! Men to labour in it. And what are 
they whom the Wiſdom of all Nations has thought 
neceſſary to be compelled to bard Labour? IJ 
See what this Gentleman makes of aur Clergy, whom 
all impartial Men confeſs to be the Glory of the World! 
2. Therefore to leave all that to Rome and this Wri- 
ter, I ſhall proceed to conſider what he urges after- 
ward, which if it was true, is enough to put an 
end to this Study, till the :Law-removes the Diffi- 
culties and Diſcouragements complain'd of. Here 
he ſays, Secondly, bi- Stuch will be of no great uſe. 
For this he brings ve Argument. 
(1) His firſt Argument is, that | the! Orthodox: Faith 
* not founded on a nice and critical Knowledge of the 
Scriptures, That the Ancient Chriſtians were not Great 
Criticks, but argued much in a myſtical way, that\Origen 


be greateſt Scholar Chriſtianity had then bred, perpetually 
0 b 4 — | : 


turns 
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turns the Letter of the Seripture into Allegory. Whente 
we may reaſonably conclude, that | the knowledge of the 
bare literal ſenſe ur in the judgment of many, even in 
thoſe times thought to be of little uſe. (p. 8.) This is bis 
firſ® Argument, but in this he miſtakes the Fad, 
For tho it may be true that Origen was à Scholar, 
yet it is alſo true, that he does not argue always 
upon Allegories, and when he does ſo be it the far- 
theſt from Orthodoxy. The Point in Queſtion with 
this Gentleman will appear anon to be the Doctrin 
of the Trinity. Here the myſtical ſenſe of the Scri- 
ptures may be for him, becauſe that ſenſe is what 
any Man of a warm Imagination, or of an ambi- 
tious Spitit may make ſerviceable to himſelf. But 
the Orthodox Faith is founded upon a nice and cri- 
tical Knowledge of the literal ſenſe, as will appear 
before'werhave donne. 
(2) His next Argument is, chat Hebrew was known 
very few in the firſÞ Six Centuries, in which thoſe Ge- 
neral Councels were held, in "which were ſettled all the 
Articles of 'the Orthodox Faith. That #hey guided tbhem- 
ſelves by the Septuagint. That they who knew Hebrew' beſt 
had the misfortune to be leaſt Orthodox, ſo it wis with 
Origen , Euſebius and others 5 therefore if an exact 
and critical Knowledge of the Scriptures was not neceſſary 
to the ſettling of the Faith, it cannot be neceſſary to the 
Underſtanding of it. But may tend to leſſen our eftcem for 
the Fathers f the Church ; and 75 oe by the Deciſions 
Councels, by ex the falſeneſs of the ground they 
a to be * ad In anſwer to which — — 
It may be the Hebrew war not underſtood in the firſt 
Six Centuries by the Generality. of the Clergy or People. 
But then it muſt be inquired, whether Origen and Euſe- 
bius were not under the Cloud of this Ignorance as well as 
the reſt. St. Ferom was the firſt who appears to have 
underſtood the Hebrew, and he was a. moſt ſledfaſt 


matten wick rho: Biſhops of Jeden ad fd 


adjas 


adberer to the Orthodox Faith. He refuſed to com- 


8 


(4) 


adjacent, till they had agreed the Three Perſons Þ » 


are not Three Subſtances. - It was not the Happt- 
neſs, but the Misfortune of the Orthodox in thoſe 
days, that they too much regarded the Septuagint 
Verſion, which as far & poſſible ſets aſide the literal 

ſenſe of the Hebrew, where it proves the Three Perſons. 


St. Ferom ſays, it was done on purpoſe to prevent Ning 


Ptolomy from an 1 that the Jews were Tri- 
theiſts., Be that as it will, this is certain had the 
firſt Fathers of the Church, attended to the critical 
Learning, as St. Ferom did in ſome meaſure, Arius 
could have made no advantages of that of Prov. 
Viii, If the Orthodox had referred to the Hebrew 
but for that cne Word Kanani they had filenced 
Him at once. But for want of this Reference what 
Advancages do the Arian Hereticks gain over them ? 
This cannot be unknown to one never ſo little read 
in Church Story: And therefore, the the Premiſes 
are true, that the Hebrew was not known at that 
time, yet the Conclufion is falſe. For had that been 
known, The Faith deliver'd to the Church by the A- 
poſtles, who were Jews, and by others mighty in 
the Scriptures, might have been much better defen- 
ded. And this cannot be unknown to this Writer 
it he underſtands Hebrew at all. A ü 
One thing the Reader will obſerve in this Argu- 
ment, this Writer makes the Hebrew neceſſary for 
the ſettling the Orthodox Faith. Stay but a little 
and he will tell you the direct contrary. In pag. 15. 
he ſays, the ſtudy of the Scriptares tendi to malle one re- 
ject all Arguments broupht Hom the Old Teſtament, as 
triſfing and proving nothing but the Ignorance” of tboſe that 
male uſe of them, Now if this be true; F there are no 
Arguments in the Old Teſtament that can prove the Fi 
nity, then ſo far as relates to that, it is perfectly in- 
different whether the Hebrew Original or Greek 
Verſion is made uſe: of. Therefore either he muſt 
allow there are Arguments in the Old Teſtament 'by 
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(5) 


« which the truth may be diſcover d in this eaſe , or he 


muſt confeſs this Argument has nothing in it, but Words 
without ſignification of any thing ſave the arifulneſs of 
thu Author, and the weakneſs of bu Cauſe. - © 
(3) His third Argument (p 10.) is at firſt view, 
perfect Railery ; he ſays, the Orthodox Faith does not de- 
the Scriptures, conſider d abſolutely in them- 
ſelves, but as explain'd by Catholick Tradition. For he 
anſwers this himſelf before he has done. He makes 
the Scriptures only conſider'd abſolutely as in them- 
CO Foundation of our Departure 2 Rome 
p. 43.) and that rightly, and we are ready to joyn 
Ile thereof in the Cale before us. Say 2 
But if we read on, this Argument as he manages 
it is a moſt horrid Slander upon the Eſtabliſhed Church, 
For he confines his Tradition to us only, tho' he knows 
the XX Article (with or without the diſputed 
Clauſe) is 4 perfect Appeal to the Scriptures alone, not 
as explain d by Tradition but abſolutely in themſelves. So 
alſo is Article XXI. So alſo Article VIII. gives the 
Sanction to the Three Creeds, becauſe they may be 
proved by moſt certain Warrants of Holy Scripture. © - 
(4) His Fourth Argument is, All tbings neteſſury to 
be believed are plainly and clearly: revealed in Scripture, 
therefore the laborious ſearch into the obſcurer parts is not 
neceſſary to the obtaining a true Orthodox ' Faith." This 
ſhews the artfulneſs of the Man; he is writing to 
the Clergy, who are ſuppoſed: ax Chriſtians to bave 
already obtain d « true Orthodox Faith. And yet the 
Study of the moſt obſcure Parts of the holy Book is 
f abſolute neceſſity for them, that they may deftnd 
this Faith againſt tbe fiery darts of Satan. The ſubtle 
Hereticks always pretended to ſet aſide the Faith of 
the Holy Trinity, not from the plain Paflages, but 
from ſuch parts of Scripture whoſe ſenſe is not ma- 
nifeſt at firſt View. This Method is taken by 
Dr. Clari himſelf, in ſuch Paſſages as the New Te- 
ſtament cites out of the Old. The Angel in St. Sig- 
e „„ 


- 


Ee 
phen's Speech, Aft VII. is called The LORD v. 37. 
The God of 1/7ael v. 32. this is plain; and in the lite- 
ral ſenſe proves this Angel to be Jebovab the God of 
Iſrael. Now this plain ſenſe is ſet aſide by Dr. Clark, 
upon a Suppoſition that this Angel has thoſe 98 
rious Titles, not as Deſignations of his own Na- 
ture, but as being the Angel in whom the Name of 
God was, Exod. XXIII. 21. (See his Doctrin N*616). 
Therefore it is neceſſary for a Clergy-man to know 
whether this Explanation is juſt. | If it is we loſe 
an Argument for the ſupreme ſelf- exiſtent Deity of 
Chriſt, If it is falſe, the Dr, muſt: confeſs his Error 
for this Text Alone will prove the Son to be the 
ſeif-exiſtent Subſtance. An Engliſh Reader can ſay 
it does if the Verſion be right. For the Angel 
in whom the Name of God is promiſed that jt 
ſhould be, does not appear to have been ſent at all. 
N Neither is there any Foundation for concluding, Þ of 
| that the Angel hom St. Stephen mentions is not the 
5 ſelf-ſame who ſaid I will ſend my Angel, n Name is in 
| bim, Therefore an unlearned Reader that depends 
j upon the Verſion, ſees through this at once, tillthe 
i Authority of the Man raiſes'a miſt. This cannot 
| be diſperſed but by a critical Inquiry into the Ori- 
„ ginal, and into other Texts. (1) In the Hebrew we 
0 find the Verb Subſtantive omitted and the Text 
| ſtands thus. I am ſending an Angel before thee-— my 
| Name in bim : Which attaches the Name to #he ſend- 
ing the Angel, and leaves no Proof that che Name 
Was then in any Angel, becauſe no Angel was then 
ſent. It is ſpoken of as a thing in agitation but ant 
done; And if we compare this with what follows 
we muſt conclude ir never 1s done,; but tbat G04 
Went himſelf all tbe way, ſee the XXIII. 2. &. Yes 


lays Dr. Clark, God went himſelf but it m un he mf fir 


N by this Angel. (ſee Anſwer to the Author Id 
ot ſome Conſiderat. p. 246.) bo it the Son bimſelf II. 
be Repreſentative of the Halber: Aud therefore «be | tl 
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. ird. ſpoken by him are the Word: of the Father ſpoken 
e- Ny the Son the Angel mention d, in whom | the Name of i 
| 4 God was. Now this (tho' moſt manifeſt Sophiſtry) 
E, will require a Man ſhould be able to ſay no created. 
o- Angel or other Miniſter ſubordinate ever ſpoke thus in the 
la- Perſen of the Supreme. It would be High Treaſon in 
of fan Ambaſſador to ſay I am the King of Great Britain: 
6). And therefore a Man muſt read the Hebrew from 
Www flone end of the Book to the other, to ſee whether 
ale fever any Angel of God ſays, I am the Lord. The 
of Lord Chrift himſelf as he is Mediator and the Son 
or fof David, in the ſecond Pfalm fpeaks in another 
he I manner, v. 7. I will preach the Law whereof the Lord 
ay bath ſaid unto me, thou my Son I will give the beat ben, 
gel c. And yet this is a Prophetick Declaration of the 
4 — Office which could not be miſtaken to be 
- >upreme , by bis claiming the Supreme Government: 
18s f the World, « #0 be owns to have receiv'd it, Matth. 
the XXVIII. But on the other hand this Angel in the 
in [| Buſh ſays, I am the God of thy Fathers, ay Name Febo- 
ds vab, I am that Tam, &c. without ever referring to 
he any Commiſſion for ſuch expreſſions, which declare 
not his Nature; and then after a long interval paſſed he 
pri- [ſpeaks of ſending an Angel in whom his Name ſhould 
we e if be ſent bim, which it is manifeſt be never did. And 
ext ¶ therefore the bare poſſibility that the Name of God 
my {might have been in an Angel, or rather with an Ar- 
nd- gel, does not authoriſe fuch Angel to ſay, I am 
me God, Fehovab, I AM. In Pſalm 82. God himſelf is 
zen Jſaid ro judge among tbe Gods. The fame Hebrew:Word 
not fis there as in Exodus, tho not render'd in the 
%s [ſame manner. The God, in this Nſalm are by the 
Ged || Context proved to be Magiſtrates, to whom the 
Yes ird of God came, Tub. X. 35. And yet there is no 
war inſtance of any Magiſtrate that ſpeaks as this Angel 
nor does. Nor can any Man in the World, whether 
ſelf Learned or not, without Arian Spectacles, ſee any 
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is not all 


ſufficient to warrant one to repreſent The Being, The 


and Aquinas had the aſcendant, and; when to read 


all Men know is the proper Buſineſs of the Clergy 


| a TE 
in the Buſh to be ſpoken by Commiſſion. Bue this 
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There cannot be Authority in any Commiſſion bt 


efſential Nature and Subſtance of another; and #6: 
therefore no Commiſſion could authoriſe an Angel 
to ſay I am Fehbovab; which the meaneſt Proficient in 
Hebrew knows to be the ſame, as if he ſhould ſay, | 

T am the ſelf-exiſtant Being the fountain of all Beings. This tu 
Dr. Clark himſelf affirms not neceſſary to prove his 
Dominion over us, in which according to him the 
Deity does conſiſt; and therefore he need not have 
uſed this Expreſſion if the Power only was to have 
been manifeſted. This ſhews that the Knowledge 
of the Hebrew is neceſſary, not to the obtaining a 
true Faith, that may be done by the- Verſion 

as bad as it is; but it is of abſolute neceſſity to do- 

fend this Faith againſt thoſe who pretend to ſap the 
Foundations thereof by their Knowledge of the He- 

brew, be it leſs or mof̃ee. 622), rap; Ane 

:* (5) His Fifth Argument is a perfect Contradiction 
to the ref! : He now ſays, the Scriptures have bet fu 
dy d already ſufficiently) But where? not in the fiſt 
Six Centuries, in them no body knew the Scriptures 
ſays chis Gentleman. in his ſecond Argument. Not 
by the Reformers of the Church of England they 
poor Men took the Point in Queſtion upon 
truſt as handed down by Tradition. This is his 

third Argument. When then was it? Surely not 

in the Interval, that was the time when the Schools 


Greek was enough to make a Man be ſtil'd a Con- 
juror. Well then, either this Argument is Banter or 
the Clergy- men mention d beneath muſt be meant 
thereby. If any have advanced this Study to a 
ne plus ultra it maſt be thoſe two 
Thus this Gentleman argues againſt, that which 
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nd which ſome of them who have kept within 
Tneir Sphere have excelled in. And now as being 
Eonſcious of his own Inability he gives up the 
Point, tho' argued for, as you ſee, And confeſſes, 
his might be gat over 4s this the worſt of it, but 
e has one Thing ſtil in Reſerve that he is 
in perſwaded * e 110 that is this. 
That a exakt 4 Study of the Scri-- 
Bec will ben be thoug he to * a 4 deal of 
* (1) 10 15 Publick, y (2) to him who. thus 


(1) 4. to the Publick, he ſays it will aer the Peace 
of the Church, 8 t 

:bavi a general Neglect of this Study, and che Dan- 
gers that at preſent chreaten its ranquility 
wholly-from Men who attempt to revive this 2 
For ſuch Men have no no; (2) that they is 
not fall into eady condemned as beretical, 


s === alr 


2 to ARIANISM or the like. (2) That. 


FT ſhall not reed all Arguments brought” from the 
tion Teſtament to prove the Trinity, as triff , and 
fu+ | proving nothing but the Ignorance of thoſe that 


fieſt make uſe of hem. Tas ( 30 the 4 
re: not always one uniform Meaning in the Goſpel, that 
the ſingle Expreſſion it ſelf, is of no Proof of + thing 
in God 16:Generation. in Me. | 14 40 8 
that the Identical Conſuliſt antiality of the Som and eter- 
nal Proceſſion of the. Spirit, aud many other Notions 
relating to the Trinity, tho they may be true in them- 
ſebves,. may appear not to be ſo in Virtue of the. Texts al- 
ledged for, tbem — that an honeſt Man will 
publiſh his Diſcoveries --- and the Miſchief is ſure and. 
certain —— Now in anſwer to this, let me ay. 
The direct contrary is irne. 

(..) For let a Man ſtudy the 8 wich the 
utmoſt Impartiality; the more impartial he is, the: 
— ſecure be will be of falling imo the Docłrines recei- 


er Ghh < ares tan rs. | 
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Chae)... 
does in the Doctrine of the Trinity for the Reaſon 
he alledges. eee BY Bj. GEM 

I will for the preſent ſuppoſe all his firſt Head en- 
of Difficulties, thoſe concerning the Language, &. 
out of the Caſe, and that the Holy Scriptures are 
well tranſlated into Engliſh. Here then, let a 
Man of Common Senſe read in Geneſis, that Ia the. 
Beginning God created the beawens and the earth, and 
—— the Spirit of Goa moved upon the face of the 
Waters —— and God created Man —— And then let 
him read in St. Johns Goſpel. In the beginning was 
the Word, and the Word — was God — all things 
were made by him; and without bim was not any thing 4 
made that was made, What Danger can this Man 
run of falling into an Opinion, that the Phraſe: 
[in the Beginning] in St. Jobs has not the ſame 
Signification, as it has in Geneſis, namely, to prove 
that the World has a Beginning, contrary to the 
Atheiſts, who ſay, that it has no Beginning. Yes, 
ſays Dr. Clarke, but here the Phraſe is attached to 
the Perſon, called the Word, as it is not there. e 
Very critical! Read on, and you find St. Fobn affirm, 
the Word was God —— by whom all things were made, 
the ſame as if he had ſaid, In the beginning, God F 
— the Word —— made all things. The fame as the 
Pſalmiſt 33. 6. By the Word of the Lord were the be- F' 
vens made Thus the Term GOD in Geneſu, is 
by the Pſalm and the Goſpel explain d to ſignify 
the Perſon of the WORD'; now turn this-plain Man' Þ 
co Job xxxiii. 4. the Spirit of God bath made me, the 
Breath of the Almighty bath given me lift: Hence 
he of courſe concludes, the Perſons of the Son and F' 
Spirit are. the Creator of all things and of Man. Then 
turn him to Feremiah xxxi. 22. — The Lord bath 
created a new thing in the Earth, a woman ſhall compaſs a 
man, And let him compare this wich what is 
| ſaid in St. Matthew of the Bleſſed Virgin. eb. i. 20. 
that which is conceived in ber, « of ib Holy _ 


_ n . 


C11) 
Id he will readily agree the Hol 7 Ghoſt i is her 
filed THE LORD, as the Word is alſo ſhare 
en. ii. 4. THE LORD God hath made the earth and 
: e heavens. Here he . finds theſe Two each called 
ORD. Now ſhew him once more that of che. 
ſalmiſt, By the Word, of the Lord were the heavens. 
Sade, pron all the hoſt of them by the Breath of bis 
2uth —— No he finds a third. Perſon, and. 
im alſo ſtiled LORD. Then turn to Iſaiab xlv. 18. 
as, ſaith che LORD, that crggted the heavens, GOD. 
imſelf that formed the Nearth — made it, I AM THE 
ORD, and there.is none elſe. , And again, ch. xliv. 
4 Thus ſaith the LORD that maketh th things, that 
rercberh forth the heavens ALONE, 4 * 
broad the earth BY MY SELF.— 
Te will of neceflicy conclude, that the reg | 
Jons of che Lord, ſbe Mord, and the Spirit, are all 
Og, LORD, the . all 4 And which 
s the 'firſs Artic 6 to w 
- Þne — reads 000 12 Engl Bib muſt of f ne- 
fpeſſity therefore - "5 | 
rm, | To. this wy Cle, thi Tel LORD imp ts, 
 PPorminion 9 therefore ſignifies One Monorchy, On 
Power Supreme in tbe Father, and — 72 
Pos and Spirit, (Dr. Clarke's Boctrin p« 332.) But by 
he way, this only ſhews the Maſterſkip of t 
entleman in Criticiſm,” The Word. Lord is in 
he Hebrew .JEHOVAH ; a Name denoting the 
ubſtance of God, ge he is the f-exiſtent Subſtance 
and Unoriginate ; | therefore the excluſive Parti- 
les in the Fete 1am tbe there is 
dene ales muſt he tak to exclude 1 ei ng from 
this Title of the, Subſtance, ſave. * Being who by. 
ima red ark the 8 the Heavens. . And by exclu; 
ding only al ee Joes en 4 to the 
whole. a _ every 21 therein who can 
be proved h co! ſpread; abroad rhe Heavens, name 
10 * Nad * wade che Heavens, I. 33. 


manual Operation. And therefore if the Title Lori+ 


| Men to Arian. The like may be {aid of all whoſſs 


lege; for there is not one thing in Nature, 'whic 
the moſt profound Sophiſt can intirely account for 


(12) 


and to the Spirit who was with bim, Prov. viii, 30% 


and garniſhed the heavens, Job. xxyi. 13. If we d Mot 
not take the Word Fehovah for the Subſtance ito 
this of 1/aiab, it will not be conſiſtent with th, ;, 
other Paſſages. For it cannot be ſaid of the Fa hi 
ther, he ſtreteb d forth the Heavens alone, if we conſi Ber 
der Him, and the Son and Spirit, as One Monerchyſhic 
in which the Son and Spirit are ſubordinate and di Doc 
ftin# Beings ; for in ſuch caſe, tho it might havq v 
been One Authority, yet it would not have beer 

One operating Power: The manual ration (iſinu 
1 may ſo ſpeak in the Scripture Stile, P/. x19. Po 
belongs to the Son, neither was he alone, for the 
Spirit, was with' him. And the Text ſpeaks of t 


could be confined: to bgnify only Dominion, theth; 


Text wquld exclude the Father from that ſupremeffal 
Dominion. For it aſcribes_the Lordſhip to the Op Ut 
ration which made the Earth and Heavens, i. e. THEſer 
SON and Spirit. W, nh at, $50), 
This Inſtance is ſufficient to ſhew, that it ih, 
not an impartial Study of the Scriptures, not the ta- Pr 
king the Text literally, but the contrary, that lead, 


. 
” 


Cure that” contraditt the recti vel Doctrines of then 
d 
Tam well aware this Gentleman of Reaſon willſſe 
call this Notion utterly unintelligible, One Sub- 
ſtance Sirars Kea Three Perſons; without divi 

ding the Subſtance ! Why truly if the 24anner hou 
this Subſiſienige is, muſt be known to make it in 
telligible, we muſt admit it is utterly” unintelli-Itl 


a 


gible : But then this will ſet aſide alt Human Know: 


( 
1 


Some things will remain to be put under theſb 
Head of hidden Qualities in the Nature of the mi- 
nuteſt Atom. And can we by ſearching, find- 7 
ke | Cod? 


MW» 
. 308) ? —— Vain Mas wou'd be wiſe ! And indeed the 
> dMotion is agreeable-to natural Reaſon, as I have 
re UYrov'd in this Treatiſe: - And even in Dr. Clarke's Do- 

nine there is that which he himſelf aſſerts to be Ineffable ; 

hich is the-ſame as Unintelligible. Therefore that 
entleman muſt either diſmiſs this Objection; or ad- 
itus to Reply; the Noiſe of Unintelligibility, in the 
Doctrine of the Trinity comes only from an Averſion to all 
W-vealed Religion. 0 n 
(2) Now ſecondly, they who ſtudy the Scripture 
nus, will be far from 6 wer + Arguments for the 
Poctrine of the Trinity, © brought from the Old Tefta- 


r then, as trifli —_——— nothing but the Ignorance 
F the thoſe 12 9 them. This appears in an inſtance 


lteady alledged, "where both Dr. Clarke, and all 
Fhat debate CIAL ow wy; Ny _ 
Fall by Arguments | m the Old Teſtament. 

7 15 57 Arguments from thence, that Dr. Clarke at- 
THHempts to 3 the Perſon in the Buſh, who ſays, 1 

en the Lord God of thy Fathers ; is not the ſelf-exiftent 
it i Pubſtance, and it muſt be Arguments from thence = 


e ta-pnly, that prove He 18. Add to. this that the Old 
 leadifTeſtament is the moſt capable of ending this De- 
 0theffbate, by the Certainty and determinate » Senſe of 
F theghe Words, which in the New are ambiguous. 
Fuch is Jebovab, which neceſſarily ſignifies The 
1 willfſelf-exiſtent Subſtance, of which the Verſion is 
Sub · Lord and ſometimes God, neither of which can be 
divi-fconfined thus to ſignify. Therefore where we find 
r bowfany Perſon called Febovab in the Old Teſtament, 
it t-fFwe muſt believe him ſelf-exiſtent, Which is more 
ncelli-fÞrhan'can be proved from any one Name in the 
node Teſtament Language. And the whole 
which Contraverſy depends upon this particular Point, 
nt for. whether the Son and Spirit are the ſelf-exiſtenr 
the Pubſtance. If they are, then it will follow, that 
6 mi- he Names and Attributes given to each of them, 


id. to be taken in the /ireral Senſe; if others. 
God 2 PA .4 — 2 ———— rw wiſe, 


think. But now if he is the ſelf-exiſtent Subſtance 


ſon of Feſws of Nazareth. And therefore we may 


wiſe, then they are to be taken only in the fig? 
rative. For inſtance, the Son is filed GOD. TH e 
literal Senſe of that Word is, The ſupreme, ſelfgexiſte e 
Subſtance. The figurative is, One whom God hr 
appointed to repreſent him, or whom we, in o 
vile [maginations, may ſet up as our fupreme Go 
and Governour. In the laſt of theſe Three Se 
ſes, St. Paul calls Satan the God of tbe World. 1 
the ſecond Senſe, Magiſtrates are filed Gods, Fefe 
x. 35. and Chriſt alfo, as Dr. Clarke wonld have uf” 


21 


| 
t 
he cannot be ſtiled God in any but the firſt SenſÞ! 
of the Word. The ſame Principle determines" 
Proof from all the Attributes, Works and Worſhix 


n 
which the Scripture aſcribes to Chriſt. Now wheff © 


ther he is the ſelf exiftent Being, 1muſt}; rationally” 
be expected to be determined by the Old Teſts hi 
ment: For it is the Buſineſs of the Old Teſtamet 7 


to deſcribe his Perſon by ſuch Characters, as coul. 
not be counterfeited. All that is to be expected fre 
the New, is to apply thoſe Characters to the Per 


be ſure the Old Teſtament has ſet him forth as the 
ſelf-exiſtent Being, if he is ſo. Look therefore in 
to the Texts that ſpeak of the deriving of hi 
Perſon ; you find this Deriving fpoken of it 
Micah v. 2. and ſet down in Words not illativq tt 
of any Concluſion that can determine him a dia 
ſtinct derived Being. So again in Pſ. 2. 7. H 
Generation is ſet down in ſuch a manner, as Origen 
himſelf explains, to prove him coe al with the end 
leſt and unbegotten Life of the Father. And what f 
very remarkable, this Paſſage of Origen is cited by 
Dr. Clarke, and is thus made his on Explanation 
Thus natural it is for Men to run into this Truth 
even when they are diſputing againſt it. And 
think I may venture to fay, theſe are the o ly 

Texts that determine theGenerarion of the Son 5 L 
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| uw) 
feat no Text in the whole Bible will be 
F eciſwe in this Controverſy, if the Old Teſta- 
xife$pent is excluded. And therefore a moſt exact 
1 Knowledge of the Old Teſtament, will make us 
n Haoſt — Orthodox. But the rejecting that, 
Gols the ready way to run into Coogulion and Error, 
Sen lereſy and Ruin. ö 
£7 I might inſtance further in the Word GOD, 
which in the Old Teftament has its Ambiguity 
Iatirely removed by the Signification of the Ori- 
Pinal. When it is the Verſion of EL, it fignifies, The 
Amighty: When of Elobims it denotes The Office of 
ediator, as Þ have proved in this Tract in Note (B) 
nder Number 2. And thus alſo determines the 
Point in the very literal Senſe of the firſt Cott 
nandment, which. is chis, I am Febovah thy Mediator, 
be ſhalt baue no other Mediators to me. be New- 
«nance of this Verſion in an impartial Search after 
4 rruth, will be no Objection to the Juſtneſs of it. 
On the other hand very. few Texts in the New 
eſtament, except ſuch as are cited from the Old, 
are deciſwe. All the Texts that relate to the Mi. 
aon of the Son or Spirit are out of the caſe; and 
: {muſt be determined by the Texts that declare their 
Origination. Mil the Texts that ſpeak of his Wor- 
Iſhip are not deciſive, a it is firſt derermined whe- 
qd thee he is ſelf-exiſtent. _—_ mention his Works 
and Attributes in the New Teſtament, are liable 
to be in the ſame'manner. - And now 
ſince this is the ſingle Point, and can be deter- 
AJ mined only by the Old Teſtamenty or Which is 
Tall one, by ſuch Texts in the New, as are cited 
from the Old, muſt not Men wrangle for ever in 
this Controverſy, if they en the Old Teſta- 
ment? Let me add, 
nd The Three Perſons are often mentioned i in the 
| 0 721 Ola Teftament.' The Titles Son and Mord of the 
* 


— 


ard ate nnn. that of *. 


- 
th ” 
* 
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that of. Father is not 


T have proved common to all the — Vue 
One Fehovah, beſides whom there is ind. other. 


ſite than that of FATHER: This denotes the Unc 


Chrift, thought .fit to diſtinguiſh the ſupreme I 


Tilich cantor be ſuppoſed: to be: i 


diſtinguiſhing Character of the Lord Jeſus: 0 
Mediator 118 ſelf-exiſtent Snbſtance, : x Cor. viii. cc 


ſame Title is the Deſignation. of the Subſtanct 
and of the Fathers Perſon, but not con 
tber Perſon, This is manifeſt in the 


preſſed dy name. Father denoting bis Relation to a, n 


the Trinity, are the one Febouab, the one God the 


eee the wore eee 


r = 
of thi Lord and Sir, of , God 0 the Third, : 
wen to: 3 Hi on 

e Subſtance N 


Title is the Name of 


IEHOVAH that Great and Fearful Name cal 
not be expreſſed in Greek, by any Word more appe 


;nate firſt Cauſe or [elf-exiſtent Being, The Characte 
which. the Wiſdom of . Greece 200 Years * 


by 


from their inferior Gods. 
And now is not that a worthy Critick,. "yy | 


when he finds the Title Father in the New. Tell ot 
ſtament aſcribed to God, does conclude from 
Name, that the Perſon of the Father in the Tri 


a8. ii 


deſigned thereby, even chere where 


Jobn iv. 28, And there where the Title is made thi 


And again, where it proves thi Holy Ghoſt to be th tb 


ſelf-exiftent Subſtance over al, through all, and in ſt: 


.all, Eph, iv. 6. Theſe Errors are all owing to 
neglett of the Old Teſtament. Therein we ſind thi 


wy ta the Fa 
3 


which in Greek is properly enough render d 
from xu. denoting his ou ſelf-exiftent Nature, 4 28 


to the Perſons in che Trinity but tu ws. and all Crea 
Beings, of whom the Farber, Son; and % Ghef 


4, and firſt Cauſe, the Almighty | or Supreme ov 
N . 1 8 
() The more Critieat Men are in 2 of 


0 


TL WY , * : ; - n * * 
* * enen 
p . , * , 
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Y ae. Senſe of that Phr 40 2 of Grd when f 
| of Chriſt. It has mo certainly two very di 
hid] Senſes. As he Sy Man he is 5 Son o, Gol, rr 

ul be u that Holy Thing, (he human NarureY*Whith t 
N conceived in the Bleſſed V irgin Mary of the 5 Ghiſt, 
Luk. 1. 35. Mat. 1. 18. As he As God * he is als 
pol tbe Son of God, becauſe be is the Sin to D biyottes, 
Heb. 1. The foghe Expreſſion in it ſelf will fo far ap- 


God and of Man, as the "Natures ate in 2 
analogous; which I have ſpoken of in this Tract 
Funder Numb. 19 and therefore ſhall refer thither. 
whdl (4) And now whether the Proofs uſually by 
Teſ others brought from Scriptute, for the identical Con- 
th ſubſtantiality of the Son, and Eternal Procefſiori 
i $ the Holy Spirit are deciſive ; will not ſo much 
chi be the. Buſineſs of ſuch Sort of Students, as an im- 
18.10 8 Inquiry whether theſe Things are ſo. Theſe 
8 Men come to the Scripture with one View only 
auf bet of finding the Truth, They therefore are not-dif- 
i. 4 cournged if it happen to lie hid in Places; 'to'which 
Ichey had not beeh directed. As long as they know 


i» a themſclyes to be in che Houſe of Wildotn (9) 


where this ineſtimable Treaſure is to be found, 
Ha they will not leave the Houſe till they have obeain d 

ance what they come for. 919 , O04 2; 

Fall Therefore. if this be all "Y Riſque People rl 
of diſturbing the Peace of the Church, by their 


WeGy martial Study of the Scriptufe; Jet s pro- 
enſceed in the Name of God to ſtudy as im partially 


rata Criticiſm the moſt” penetrating Ju idgment ban ar- 
n rive to, The Churches. Peace will be confirmed 
E thereby, and tlie Datigers chat no threaten it in- 
Mirely remoyed. For it will be impoſſible for us to fall 
nto any Opinions chat our moſt excellent Chureli 


Nas Fg: nas eſpecial 
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yl pear to prove an, Analogy betiveeri the Generation of 


and as induſtriouſly, and with all the Niceneſs of 


ly that of gore Eve The 


Teſtament 3 1 {elf x when OO, utiderflood * * 
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will ard 2 Magazine of Arguments, againſt that 
damnable Hereſy, - as St. Peter ſtiles it; the leaſt of 
which none of the Adverſaries can poſlibly gain- 
ſay. Our own,Natural Reaſon by comparing the 
unknown Perfections in God, conſider d as the firſt 
infinice Cauſe; with the known PerfeRions in Man, 
conſider d as the Effect of that Cauſe, will be able 
to diſcover to us a Poſſibility, I had almoſt faid a 
Neceſſity of the Trinity of Perſons in the Unity 
of the Subſtance of God. See. in this Book under 
| Number 19. Theſe Conſiderations, keeping cloſe 
to the Expreſſions of Scripture, will determine the 
Senſe 'of the Phraſe Son of God when * of 
Chriſt, and prove by them that the Subftance of 
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, 
is one and the ſante Identical and Numerical Sub- 
ftance. And now fince this is what the Church 
affirms, what Danger can from hence trife to lies 
Peace? 
Secondly, How can this impartial* Student of rhe 
Script ures bart himſelf ? Who will envy him the 
Diſcove of the juſt Verſion of any Greek or 
Hebrew Phraſe hitherto not regarded, how ſurpri- 
zing ſoever it may be? If a poor obſcure Prieft 
in his Study, or perhaps a Lay-man in his Cloſer, 
ſhould find that which no Interpreters Antient or 
Modern, have yet obſerv'd ; and diſcover it; All good 
Men will readily own the Truth, and congratu- 
late the good Succeſs of his Study of Meditation; 
If he of the Clergy, he may well expect Prefer- 
ment, if of the Laity, he will certainly meet Ref 
pect from all. . * 
But ſays this Writer, will not the Cafe be och pf 
wiſe ? If you ſtudy at this Rate, muſt you rok f. fall into 71 g 
Opinions that will be of. ill Conſe . 17 No! 
ven fall into ſuch N it Is. Fn "you wot 42 
at thin Rate. If you will come to the'$ res with 
Prepoſſeſlic on, and "_ Jour Studies by thofe Pre: f 
ai 
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poſſefions, you may fall into Hereſy or Orthodoxy 
accordingiy; but be Event is not ids Sueceſi of an 
iwpartial Study bowever it may fall. And it it haps 
pens to be that which is branded with the infamous 
Title of Hereſy, you mult not be ſutprized at thoſe 
dreadful Effects which this Gentleman tells you ate 
the Attendants of that Character. Every one of 
them ſave only Impriſonment, is nothing more than 
the Scripture does it ſelf expreſly command; Tim 


Impriſonment, I confeſs it is a cruel Puuiſhment; 
but then it may end as ſoon as you. pleaſe to end 
your Prejudices, and ſtudy the Holy Seri ptures with 
that eee Niceneſs this Gentleman teils 
n 34.41: lr LipOy T4 * 
at's impoſſible, (may this Gentleman reply) 
For then how comes it to paſs, that two certain 
Clergy- men in- Town: are now under ftrong Sufs 
picion of Hereſy for ſuch an impartiab Study? Why 
\ hel you anſwer your ſelf as to one of tbem Nou lay it 1 
k orf MisfoFtune to have a warm Head, (page 33.) a 
urpri- have ſpent bis time in other Stuliet, (page 29) 
Prieft £29 Killed enougb in the Learned: Languages to be @ graut 
Joſet NCicick in them, and pet not  ſenſibie:of hies Deßt 

+ 5b» this Reſßedt. And now What ein you expeal 
from ſuch a Man! I he: fancies Chriſt aſcended: from 


Tarrection; If he attempts to make this Rationaly 


Pf che Temple at Femſalem; Lou ll remember 85. 
1% faftad Three Days to beg from God an Im- 
o mation, how it could de Sit char: the Son of 
x 14 an came doun ſtom Heaven, of whom Soriuus 
ld not underfiand;'that even he bad been chete 
Tre: ben he usd tha Expreflion;: Jab 
on 1 22 g 1 * 
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3. 10, 11. and in many other Places And as to 


{ and; therefore brings down Heaven tb tbe upper * 
Part of the Air, about Forty Miles, from che Pinacle = 


Earth to Heaven as many times, or perhaps, mote 
han he continued Days upon Earth after his Rez - 


4 P 
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— 14 
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in his: Death alone that he was treated as an 


| Phraſe, 


| - thinks: as certainly Orthodox as any Article bein 


dy , 0 
© F 
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CII-N; Wh 
laſt this great Diſcovery was ſuggeſted to him, that 
Jeſus was taken up into Heaven to be taught the 
Chriſtian Faith, and then ſent down, and that this 
was before he began to preach. This will rake off 
the Edge of your Admiration at this Mathemarical 
Divine. You'll no longer wonder at his finding 
Things in the Scriptures, that can appear to no 
one that ſtudies them thoroughly. Any Man that 
reads that of the Pſalmiſt (P/. 69. 8.) I became un 
Alien unto my Mothers | Children, will expect to find 
them verified in Chriſt in the moſt literal Senſe 
they are capable of, and accordingiy apply the 


Goſpel to them. And then the Term Alien leads 


us naturally to that Uſage of Chriſt which he met 
with, but could not have ſuffer'd if he had not 
been treated as an Alien to the Common-wealth 
of Iſrael ; That Death which the Roman uſed, but was 
not uſed by the Jews. This is the only” Circum- 

ſtance in the Story of Chriſt, Which can 'fairly] - 
be underſtood foretold by this Prophecy; it was 


Alien. Now then this determines the Phraſe; 
Motbers Children, to the Children of Sarab the Wife 
of Abraham, the common Mother of Chriſt and 
of the Jews. But now you müſt not wonder 1 


this Man for want of critieiſing upon the Term 
Allien, falls into an Error aud takes the laſt Part 
of the Text literally which is 5 | 

firſt Part figurative © which is literal. : The“ ont 


figurative, and! t 


would think it impoſſible to miſtake, at this Rate 
fince: Chriſt himſelf places this Figure in the latte 


„Marc. 3. 35. But fo it is he does miſtake 
and yet the exploded Hereſie of Helvjdins,"* hi 


thus irrefragably prow d by his new Diſcovery. 8 
Much more might be faid, ut this is enoug 


0 prove the Man is What dus Writer repreſent 
2 1 2 ” | EN | | 7 
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* Articles he now 
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R 


will not impeach my Aſſertion. Men that come 
to the Scriptures muſt lay aſde all Warmth! of 
Fancy, all Heat of Im 
ſelves at the Feet of gut Great Maſter: Jeſus” If 
this Gentleman $ Head is too warm, as you ſay 
it is, put him upon proper Methods to recbver 
the Coolneſs and Sobriety neceſſary for chis Study, 
and all will be well. IF be proceeds in this Study 
without Prejudice, he il — at laſt become 
Orthodox King! as ſoon as he can diſcover Truth 
from Error. * 


The other Inſtance” given is indeed 2 d 


one, if it be the Man the Towrr talks of. He is? 


one that has a great Degree of other Learning, 


and 


2 great many good Qualities; but às to his R now 
ledge in the ere ures, he s but 4 young 
Otitick, andꝰ perfectly unſit for the Di of 


. antient- or modern Errors. 
than once ſubſcribed to the Truth of choſe very 


poſes, and by his Aſſent to the 
Truth of which, he now gets his Bread. And 1 


muſt eonfeſs, I had rather be that warm-headed 


honeſt Man, poor as you ſay he is; than this pru- - 1 


dent Perſon, who can ſay yea and nay as — — 
requires. You will no 16 a tell me of bis 
Materials teger ber, to enable him to forma right 72 
ment of thi Dueſtion in Diſpute, If it appears he fo 
pre dithole Materials chat they cangffect only one 


of the Queſtion, and to he on has ranged „ 


them uae Propoſitions which effectually preju- 
dice the Reader, and byaſs his Judgment even the 
where the Text Path to neither ſide. You wi 


nor call him impartial, after you bave ſuid hemain- 
tains wich the late Dean of St. Pauls Three Real 


Diſtinct Beings in the Holy Trinity. Did be teach 
Dr n or learn of him? This chen is his fun · 
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to this he has woöre 
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him unk wu beaded; and thereſore tis Inft on 2 2 


ination, and humble chem 
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damental Principle, and now he maſt find a way 
to ſet the Dean and Prebendary to Rights.” And this 
he propoſes to do by reducing Two, of theſe Perſons: 
in the Trinity to a State of Suhordination. This op- 
poſes the Articles and Liturgy of the Church, in 
which the Three are affirmed Equal. This Oppo-' 
ſition notwithſtanding, the Man ſtill uſes the Li- 
turgy, and enjoys the Living he qualify d himſelf 
for, by ſubſcribing to the Articles. For this all Men 
tho they cannot determine the Rectitude of his 
9 think they may call in Queſtion that 
0 44.5 eee 
Same Vices are inconſiſtent with others. The 
ambitious if he is wiſe, muſt act an humble Part, 
Men that are goyetous of Wealth muſt be ſober and 
thrifcy, The Phariſees who ſought the Eſteem of 

en forbore even the minuteſt Act, not conſt 

with the Character of Saints, yet what were they 
He that knew their Hearts ſays: Hypocrites.; One 
ſingle Word but yery extenſive, and by him ex- 
plain d ſo as to need no Bodies critical Qbſer- 
vation. „ 7: | N 22 * * 155 The WR Fly 
But he brings great Vouchers in his Explanation of the 
Text, and if be errs, it is always in good Company S0 
then the whole Weſtern Church reformed and un- 
reformed for theſe many Ages, [fre in this Gentle - 
mans Opinion bad Company. All theſe have main- 
tained the Holy Ghoſt to proceed from the Father 
and the Son, and are oppoſed (if I miſtake not the 
Man) by this Gentleman's other Clergy-man. And 
Jet the Book in which he publiſhes this his Oppo- 
ſicion, has no one Text of Scripture from whenee 
it can be deduced. The contrary moſt evidenth 
*ppears/ from the Text by him referred to. It 
ſeems a great Proficiency in the Mathematical Stu- 
dies is not ſufficient to keep Men from concluding 
Where they find no Premiſes. Now to what xn 

| - Mk > of 


- 


e impute this? Mult it pot be a Prejudice againſt 
he Received Doctrines taken from the Authority 
ff ſame, for whom there is a mighty Vetierdtion 7+ 

as not this Prejudice giyen the force of Maxims 
o every thing ſuch People have ſaid 2 So that this 
zreat Student in the Scriptures is no longer im- 
partial. He builds not upon the Foundation of 

heiſt and his Apoſtles, but upon the Senſe Men 
Pave put upon their Dogtrines ; unleſs you fay he 
rretends.2as Socinus did to a new Revelation. 0 | 

And now if this Man alſo is called Heretick, or 
vorſe, who. can help it? There is an eaſy way to 
egain his Reputation, let him confeſs his Etror, 


nd the Buſineſs is done... 0 
His Error! Why is he infallible 2 Could not Cal. 
in and all the Divines of France, and the Low 
duntries, Luther and all thoſe of Germany, could 


- 


* 


8 BE 


7 ä a | 
84 one of them beyond Sea for now above One 
„ Iundred and Fifty Years, nome at home in all chis 
5 me ſee as much into the Bible as this Clergy- 


n? Had they no occaſion to examine into chis 
atter? At 1 in Switzerland, they con- 
emned and executed Val. Gentila. In Exgland 
ey, burnt Legat and Wightman, who held ſome 
hings which this Clergy-man does, (if I gueſs - 
e Man) And how could this be ſuppoſed not 
d give occaſjon to honeſt Men for looking into theſe 
hings? Not to mention the Act of Patlument in 
ing Williams Reign againſt thoſe Heretical No- 
ado - | Wy 
Jet, notwithſtanding, the preſent Character of 
hReſe two ( men, if we guels right, the Treat- 
dent they find is no Diſcouragement from this Stu» 
y. As to the firſt, he is faid to have publiſhed 
is Book contrary to the Advice and Deſire of ſome 
Fhom he procended to conſult and ſubmit to, 
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d who. could not but be' as Judges as he; 
NS in that particular Bo ket? to con! 
duce to the Honour of God, and che Good of the 
World; They were ſome | whoſe Piety and Cha- 
ricy for the Souls of others, he himſelf kad no 
Cauſe to ſuſpect. Why then did he print his Books ? 
Was it not on an Opinjon that hie knew- more 
than they, or at leaſt was more charitable to cut 
Souls, and would at his Peril impart that Know- 
ledge, he by this Act condemns them for denying 
to us? And now is nöt the leaſt Reward to this 
Perſon the Imputation of being hor-headed? And 1 
bis Skill in Mathematicks will not admit him this 
Benefit, muſt not. they who adviſed to forbear, 
juſtifie that Advice by taking Notice of his Con- 
8. > ont wei ant wks ome, 
The other if 1 gueſs at him has leſs Reaſon tc 
complain, he ſits faſt in one of the beſt parochial 
Preferments Aa Peet of our Church is capable 
of: And yet bas publiſh'd" à Bock in which he 
expreſly cenſures all the Church, but himſelf and 
ſuch, if any ſuch, there be who have aſſented te 
ber Articles and Liturgy, in the manner he now 
declares himſelf to have done. And the Conſequence 
is, that if his, Pariſh is Orthodox, it is the/only Pa 
kiſh that is 18, and is ſeparated by this publick Pre 
feſſion f her Paſtor from the reſt of ouỹr Church 
And now can any onę wonder if che reſt reclaim 
The inſifling upon the Religion, of which wWe are it 
Poſſeſſion, and which we think agreeable to Serix 
ture and founded thereon'? our Buty in this Cal. 
The Conſequence'is, we think Hime Heretick, ti 
Joubt he thinks us 40 7 and therefore at preſene i 
any may complain, it is the greater Number, fo 
there ir) lies Heuvieft But ſtill jet he 
will complain, this is certain; his Treatmien 
z no Diſcouragement to an impartial ery 
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23 ene e 
he Scriptures ; ſor it is manifeſt he is not par- 
ial in this Study. However he has found no EE. 


thefects of what may be done legally, if ſuch Things 
„would affect him. Human Nature has not yet . 


erted it ſelf againſf fim. And perhaps never may, 
and till it does he cannot be inſtanced as a DI. 
couragement to the impartial, or even partial Stu- 
dy of the Scriptures.” For his Aſſertions while cheß 
remain uncenſured, are a-Diſcouragement to all 
that differ from him, eſpecially if they are modeſt 
and not opiniated of their own Sufficiency. + 
And now it is ſubmitted tg the Reader, whither 
sf there is any ſort of diſcouragement, or difficulty, in 
the Study of the Scripture that really deſerves char 
Name. Such, I mean, as can be removed by any 
Society of Chriſtians. All Chriſtians at this day 
have Liberty of Conſcience allowed them ess and 
in Holland, Two only excepted, Papiſts and thoſe 
who deny the Trinity. If choſe Genclemen's Studies 
have not lead them into one of thoſe, they are al- 
ready protected by the Law from all diſcourage- 
ments and difficulties : They may be Mafters of In- 
dependent Congregations, . and the Law, cannot - 
touch them, and this may turn to good account. 
Inftances may be produced of diflenting Teachers 
that have been richer than moft Church Biſhops. 
And indeed, tho they ſhould be of the latter ſort, 
yet if chat denyal, is a point of Indifferency, which 
may ſafely. be held or deny'd, which is all this Wri- 
ter pleads for; then fuch Opinion can be of no con- 
ſequence to the Man himſelf to own or conceal it. 
And then: he need not expoſe himſelf on that ac- 
count. But on the. other hand, ſince we hold the 
Three Perſons in' one Subſtance, it follows we can- 
not but hold the contrary Opinion, as Blaſphemy 
againſt God, and of the utmoſt danger to the Sou 
of Men. And chat therefore Piety to God, and 
LY Ty I4 "IM 3 8 $5459. e Charity 
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(26) 
Charity to Men, do forbid the removing thoſe eaſy: 
Penalties, which all our Laws, infli upon the Of- 
fenders in that kind. For kumanly ſpeaking, it is 
impoſſible. any one that ſtudies the-Scriptures with 
Impartiality and an humble Mind, and compares 
Spiritual things with Spiritual, ſhould ever fall in- 
to any Opinion that is any way diſcouraged by 
our Church. Which God for ever preſerve. from the 
Gates of Hell and the Impiety of ARIUS and 
SOCINUS. 15 5 
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by mh INQUIRY, N the 2 it 5. 
and 5 Ant, 2 C. N Wes * 


2 e Dockrine of the 8 — 
1 F ** Dr. Clark, Rector of St. Famtes's es- 
\ I minſtexz has of late made a mighty Noiſe _ 
| 16 the World. Some talk of it ws an un- 
Werable Piece, and wonder that all the . 4 
the Church in theſe Parts of, 2 

now above 150 Tears, miſſe 
ich they ſay he has made Log "ICS" 
in * is 4 Bool Full of ill _—_ ae 
Haaf. nan 
me People at n time are very buſie about 
er Matters; and therefore, tho of the laſt im- 
tance, yet becauſe they think. it is not of imme- 
e Concern, àre willing to take this thing upon 
5 ſt, and for the moſt part according to 
Inner Prepoſſeſſions, or at 2 accordin 2 —— 
21 SP 


ue oy haye for ſuch as Oenſure this 
er Side. 
P obere there axe, who value hair Eternal Intereſt 
ie all the preſent World. Who know the right 
A Pet of the Holy Trinity is of the greateſt Impor- 
Pe. Thar without it they cannot Worthip/God ac - | 
FTrably and with due Reverence, either in this or 
future State. That it is this their Hopes of Sal- 
Pon intireiy depend upon, not only as it is the - 
de of their Behaviour cowards God, but as it is 
+ I che Direction of their dependance upon Him. 


2 
9 4 
2 5 


the Merits of the Son. Common Reaſon forces the 


(23) 
pay'd to One Self-exiftent ee in a Trinity 
Perſons Coequal and Cicternal naturally {or as Mi 
Speak) ſuch by neceſſity of Nature on one ſide; and A ſel 
exiſtent. Being Subſiſting only in one ſingle Perſon, and 
tended with Two derived Beings, and ſo making Thr 
but not one; on the other. Again, they are at a It 
how x0 fix their Hopes of Salvation till this Queſtie 
is determin'd. The Mercy of the Father upon't| 
Interceflion of the Son is taught on both ſides,” þ 
. yet 4 mighty difference appears bet one and the oth 
They "Si a . ks the Neben of the f 
ther, to be the only ſelf-exiſtent Perſon; ſet a 


71 


to this. If the Soh is not Self- exiſtent, but derive 
as he muſt owe his Being to another, he muſt 
wholly at the diſpoſe of that other, and thereſc 
cannot do more than the State of his Being adm 
And accordingly theſe Gentlemen do not ſay-t 
Son Merits of Juſtice from the father; but only" 
made himſelf ſo dear to him that he can deny ht 
nothing. Or the' contrary, they who' contend for 
Self- exiſtence of the Son of God, think this very thing 
quires they ſhould beliebe it. They find in themſel 
an Rverſion to God. This the Scripture tells us p 
ceeds from the infection Adam got when he br 
the firſt Covenant, and that he and all his Pol 
rity: are for that Breach Condemned to ere 
Death. That this Puniſhment cannot be taken 
but by the Suffering it bur ſelbes ↄr ſome for 
Which the Son of God, in our Nature, hàs act 
ly done, and thereby reſtored us to the favou 
God. Now they cannot "reconcile t beſt 'Sufferin 
bis with Fuſfice any other confederation than 
namely, that he is be Selfrexiſtent Being in 4 d 
Perſan, and thus offering ut that which was"! 
ON To OFFER. The Mercy of the" Father appt 
in accepting another in our ſtead; Which »Juf 
did not require he ſhould, The Fofice of the Fs 
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"Ls 
pears in his exacting che utmoſt Farthing. The 
Mer both of Father ang; » appeats in the enabling 
ne Individual of ture to ſuſtain that Which 
e had all deſerve e Wiſdom of both *appeats 
this Oeconomy, wh 1 neither Men nor An- 
els could contrive: The” Faſtite of the Son appeaft 
not deſiring our *Reftaviration till he had ful- 
Died the Senrenge laid upon us: The Mercy of the 
on is waniſeſt!] in that he of his own meer Mo- 
Aion took this upon hitmſelf. nd \ all theſe” Ativi- 
tha te, appear alſo in the Holy Gb, in his; chat it 
vas t bro the Eternal | Spirit, they Sen made this Obla- 
Wien of bimſelf. Thus admitting the Self-exiſtence 
df the Son, ee the eee of God 4 in 
% Haun; therefore natural Reaſon Id. 


ſay Ny Pleads for 25 Self. exiſtence. If there is an 
only Feuity in the. Hypotheſis'; of one fene, ſubd. 
ny - btirig* wholly in each of the Three Subliſtencies 
For without dividing it ſelf, natural Reaſon” places 
thing . 


hat to the Account of che Bifinite _ Y 
>mſelPerfe#;on': + But the difficulties on the No. f 
us pFother-ſide cannot be placed to any 8 
bre Account at all, but remain Inſupetable: «The 
is Pol Attributes of God there: militate with a- 
eterſlnothet! His Mercy ſets aſide his Jace, I 
{ very Wiſdom is called in Queſtion in making Laws, 
and not exacting Obedience. And the Pins 
of God is fppoſed to be Infinite in the Sem and 
Spirit by tboſe who deny che 'Self-etifterice of 
ney their Subſtance, Theſe Difficulties bumane |Reaſbn © Fud- 
© ge; Iaſuperable, * therefore of: it ſelf iticlifies* to 
The . Doctrine, Here Faith and Hope 
nase a fm Foundation, We can addreſt th Thiow 
T Grate” with - boldneſs, and irt \ as ſure. if . in 
Toh of nted, 0s Wwe are 156 G js * Faithful and 
. 6 %o inen dis 
Thus not. only our Behaviour towards God in 
vin dne Honeut dus ee him, but alſo che put- 


* 


this for . themſelves much better: They canne 


. 
ting our Faith and Hope upon a right Found! 
tion, do of neceſſity N we ſhould undercſtay 
this Doctrine, and be able to ſay whether rhel;. 
things are ſo. N Gia] A: 

Men of Learning and Leaſure cannot but d an 
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ſtand in need of the mean help which I am able 
to give: But the generality People are to 
buſie in Secular Matters, to attend to the making 
ſuch deep Reſearches tas this Affair at this tin 
requires : And therefore, if they pleaſe, may have 
the benefit of this Inquiry, made with as much 
care as 1 could make: it, and I hope ſatisfactory 
even to Dr. Clark himlelf.. -  . 
1 will not charge him with the it Deſign that 
manifeſily appears in his. Book. If cupning Poli-. 
Heide — * wrong can 4 themſelves; 
| People when they pretend the, contrary; 
if a Stateſ-man can hes — Foot of a ve: 8 
} 
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ry Wiſe Man; why ſhould it be now wonder'd 
at, char Satan the moſt cunning Adverſary, ſhould 
ſerve himſelf. of one whom he all the while per, 
ſwades to think he is ſerving the Cauſe of God? 
St. Peter himſelf was not Infallible, when he ex- 
ceeded the direction of the Infallible Spirit pre- 
ſiding. in him. Pious Men are the pul the Ine. 
ments to propagate impious Doctrines; Satan muſt 
transform himſelf into an Angel of Light, or he 
would not be thought to Plead fot God when 
he is Uſurping the Throne of the moſt high... . 
Now an impartial Inquiry into. this celebrat 

Bock, will readily manifeſt it to have Taue very 
bad | Defigns : One in the Iatroduction, the Other in 
the Book it ſelf. The ſutroduction tends to bueak 
the Hedge of our Vineyard, and let in all che 
wild Boars of the Wood. No Sectary nor He 
retick, how wild or pernicious ſoever but ma 
be a Prieſt or even à Biſhop of our Chucch, a 
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ording to the Principles therein taught. The De- 
ſign of the Book appears to be:the Revival ' of the 
Arian Hereſy, with à | Model Qualification to make 
Ait the better go dowm. The Conſequence of which 

Jis the defroing the Foundation of aur Faith and Hope 
and making an alteration in all the Offices 
our Church. The old Liturgy, and Articles, and 
A Creeds 88, ub give way, i this "Delign, as 
- "© God forbid, It prevail. 25 

Not only bad Deng Jul Blaſphimics and Hi 

reſies Are in YA the Book © Tron end to end. The 
enſe of Scripture is perverted, and the Word of 
the Text made to ſpeak the Language of the People, 
when they arrayed” Chriſt in a Purple Rode, and 
n bowed the Knee to mock him. 

The Intraductim is confined to "the Clergy he and 
therefore, ſhall be Poſtponed to the Boo, in n which, 


theſe Horrid Blaſphemics 8 contained, as the 
fl meatieft' Ca pacity a ciftin don. 
ſiderarion, + the N. N 4 


4 The Both is 4 into 1 The. felt 
art is a ſet of /Propofitians guiſed in 
the habit of Contents of Sections of Chapterk 
Under theſe are Marſhalled 4 of Clauſes 
out of the Hoh Seriptures, wWlüch are 
from their Places that they may de miſtaken, e 
ſay quite contrary to that which the Conte * 
dentiy 'ſhews' Tf mean; | 4 | 
Te Seconll Part ig A fort of Repknlcion 4 the 
ſame Btopofitions, and fach' deda@ions as may be 
made Vheteft Wich an Improvement about the 
great Article the Proceffion of the — Ghost, 
not at all deducible from any of them, or 
Text in his whole Collection. Theſe 
3 88 99 0 r- Fiſty Five; all above the Tri- 
A by one that 2 of che I 
at WR fel; 
the PR 02 ieh 


Ott 10994 | s 
4 


| | therein. 4 IJ 


(32), 
which, by the way are not above One Hande t 
Nords. 

The Third Port is a Collection of Paffzges fre 
the Liturgy and Articles of our Church, by which 


he pretends to «ffirm the Doctrines in bis Fifty Five 
Propoſitions. His Introduction has this good in it 
that it frees our Church from any Scandal, he 
Authority might give in this Caſe, admitti 1 
as Heterodox, as he wou'd make us believe 
For he intirely ſets aſide all Humane pe: 
no. Man, no body of Men Antient or Modern 
is of any Weight, or their Opinions to be regarded 
unleſs it be as Inſtances of human Frailty ; and 
to ſhew the Rector of St. Fames's is not the firſt 
Man in the Chriſtian Church, who by refuſing te 
Kiſs the Son, bas made bim angry and ſo n fro 
* rigbt WJ. 

Therefore the ſbewing che Errors in his Explai 
ning and, applying the Scriptures, is ſufficient 
to convict his Book of the Heteſy and Blaſphemy 
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However {ot the full Satisfadion of the Reader 
I ſhall as I go along vindicate our Church from 
this Calumny; and Point out the Hereſies in hi 
Propoſitions, and thus conſider the Three Parts of 
his Bock at once. 

And this I take to he. the faireſt way of pro- 
ceeding. He pretends to found his Propoſitions up- 
on the Scripture; if he is wrong in his Founda- 
tion, his Superſtructure falls of courſe, eſpeciall 
if the Docttine of the Church which he adds by 
way of Support be proved no Support, but or 
the contrary directly againſt Him : : All which will 
appear much better in one View. 

This therefore ſhall be the Method of this Trestiſg 

I'ſhall i, ſhew the Errors in the Explanation, of 
| che Scripture, and the Blaſdhemieragainift God in tha 
ſereral ropofitions of the firſt Part, 
| ee 


Secondly, I ſhall under each of thoſe Propoſi⸗ 
tions ſhew che Slander or as really it is theBlaſ- 
phemy againſt our Church, by which he attempts 
to ſupport the foreſaid Blaſphemies againſt God. 

Thirdly, IL. ſhall at the ſame time ſhew \che Er- 
rors in his Propoſitions, which will therefore be 
Heretical, if he adheres to them henceforth, or 
even if he forbears to make 4 Recantation as pub= 


% 


lick as his Errors are. | "LF 
To prevent the Tedium of Repetitions, I ſhall 
carefully avoid all Arguments, that have already 
appear d againſt this Book, Thoſe that Dr. Clark hag 
anſwer'd, I ſhall either report his Anſwer fatisfad 
© Rory, or ſhew the Imperfection thereof. 
And that this may be done to the Glory of God 
Jand the Salvation of as many as ſhall fead | theſi 
papers: I humbly intreat the Reader that, before 
he proceeds further, he would addreſs the Thrond 


* 
* 


Jof Grace for the Direction of the Holy Spirit, to 
enable him to judge rightly of this Artiele, on 
hemyF which his Salvation does wholly depend. Whicfi 
God grant thro Jeſus Chrift our Lord, At 
bel 
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x 405, FOB 
An Apology to Robert Nelſon 
Eſq; and bis nameleſs Friend. 


II is hoped my Rejoyning to ſuch Replys, as 
I Dr. Clark has made to Mr. Nelſon and his Friend 
in the Texts by him conſider'd, will not be took 
amiſs by them. It is the Cauſe of Chriſt and our 
common Salvation I am contending for; and ſhal 
be thankful to them for further Aſſiſtance where 
I am feeble or correction, where I am wrong. 
Faithful, are the Wounds of a Friend The 
Engagement I had made to the World for going 
thro with my firſt Intention, when I ſaw Dr. Wel; 
his Remarks, I repented of: And have accor- 
dingly ſtopped my Hand, in hopes ſomebody 
would appear. But no body ſave Mr. Nelſon and his 
Friend appearing, and that but in 40 out of 1250 
Texts, and many Months having now paſled ſince 
Dr. Clark has reply'd, I thought my ſelf under an 
Obligation to proceed. f 4 
I am conſcious of my own Ignorance in this 
profound Myſtery, and do not pretend to be the 
Scribe or Houſholder that knows the time and man- 
ner of bringing into view Thi and old. 
What I have hitherto'learn'd, has been upon a pri- 
vate View, only for my own Edification ; and had 
not been publiſhed, but at the Deſire of ſome who 
thought it might be of uſe. For this I have been ſtig- 
tized by this Gentleman of Moderation and 
Vieekneſs. I am called, Names; My Arguments ca- 
ſtrated, and then repreſented as if coming from me 
in that manner; Conſequences rais'd from my Book 
which it moſt directly contradicts, c. But I am 
not any longer in Pain about this, I wiſh 1 
| | uffer 


(359). 
ſuffer for him, who has ſhed his ed fer weg dd 
all the World, and even for Dr. Clark; INEN 
Hereticks, who go on to blaſphems tis Name 0d 
pervert. his Word. f 77 
However, I ſhall proceed by the Hep'of G04, 
and have therefore ſent forth this as an Earne 
that the reſt ſhall come with all Expedition. Nis 
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HE Firſt Propoſition in the firſt Chapter of the 
+ firſt Part of chi S Nook Ban 18. 
Perſon of the Father in the moſt, Holy Trinity to be ſti- 
led in Scripture, The ONE or ONELY GOD. 
Upon this he founds the Ninth of his Fifty Five 
Propoſitians. in his Secand Part. Aud in bis diotechere- 
on explains the Words one and onely to lignifie abſo» 
ſolute Supremacy, Self-exiſtence, and Independence. 
Upon this alſo he founds in Part his firſt Propoſition 
in the ſame Second Part, in which he affirms One 
Perſon to be the Author of all Being, and the Fonntain 
of all Power. 4 
It has been always underſtood, that the Title GOD 
is given in Scripture to the Son and to the Holy 
Ghoſt, Now the Unity of the God-head conſider d, 
this may prove their Perſons alſo to be The one God 
ſpoken of in the Texts of this Section, or ſome of 
them at leaſt. Therefore to obviate this, he in his 
Thirty Ninth Propoſition would explain away the 
Title One God to ſignifie One Power and one Authority. 
Yet not the ſame Authority in the Son as in the Father, 
but very diverſe. — Original in the Father, but 
r derivative 
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(26) 
derivative in-the Son. Which he 5 Ss 
preme in the Father, : Subordinate. bei the Son. And 
this Biſlinction is founded partly upon tlie confi- 
ning the Title one and only God to the Perſon f the 
Father, in the Texts put under this Section, accor- 
ding. the © ropolitiee. or Theſis i che Front 
thereof. 

n if this Propobtion is nge, he Church of 

»g/and muſt alter her Liturgy and Articles : But it 

s not right, as it cannot be if it is not founded 

ph, Scripture, then it is Blaſphemy againſt the Son 

and Spirit,- and the Propoſitions founded thereon are 
Hereſy. Therefore to conſider the Texts. 


onfi- 


or- 
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pon this thi Dr. his Gblervd, m hi ot 
ONEl is of the Maſculine Gender, and there- 
fore” as he thinks according” to, the Narure of the 
Greek and Latin Langage, "muſt of Necelity ſig- 
nifie One Perſon. For Things or Supſtances are. 2 
prefled by the Neuter Gender. Sgt maar 7 
To which Mr. Nelſe d Friend has anſwer'd, and 
the Dr. reply'd to his Anſwer.” But w wigh'Subriflion 
to boch, it m may be cbnſide er 

1. Thats 'Stopt of "the" Arginine in the'Texr, ne- 
ceſrily"doterinins the "Adjectives 125 nome to 
relate do Hei 22 0 e * De 

h D 


2. That etermination of the Aka, 
requires ben pould pur inthe Moſculne Gender, and 
not in the Nene, both in the Hebrew and Syriac, 
and Greek and Latis, according to the Nature f the 
ſeveral Languages and the very Reaſon of Speech. 

That the E Explanation which Dr. Clark impoſes 
upon 1 the" Text, tho eontrary to the Scope thereof, 
and not founded on the Nature even of the e 
or Latin Languages, yet Joes not prove the Thi 
produces it for ; Namely that God is 5 bue one Per bo 
or that One' Perſon only is originally good. 

4. That the Words one and none do not ex- 
clude the Son and Holy y Gott fre from being origins My 


Food. ost 21 amt w 
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5. And laſtly, it is more than probable Chriſt 
n himſelf in this Text. Lb . 
1. The Scope of the = is to prove. God only Good, 
not fly in. = nſtance, br in all the ſeveral . 
kinds of Gootnefs; and particularly in that of ori- 
ginal and underived Goodneſs, This Dr. Clark himſelf 
allows in his. Doctrine, page 50. no. 340. Now this 
Proof is made by way of 'compariſon between Somewhat 
on the one fide, and God on the other. Now 
if we take the thing on the one fide to be only 
Perſonal Being, the Text will not prove God to be 
the only underiv'd Good. For then notwithſtanding 
this Text, all Beings Which are not perſonal, may 
915 in their Claim. And Matter may notwithſtan- 


ling this Text pretend to be eternal and ſelf-exiſtenc, 
according as ſome Atheiſts. have vainly ſaid; of this 
any mean Capacity will judge, if we put che Text 
as the Doctor reads it. n 


: . 11 . 4 * F } = 18709 
; Theres, yp Perſon Good ſaw ox Forks, ths Out 


wot Perſons, Nothing but an Intelligent ànd Ratio- 


nal Being can be 4 Perſon, and chene ace : 
Things eon Beings that ate not Rational, of, whic 


—— 22 — a Sort of Cauſe of all digs 
and. good in i ſelf. Nom fince the Gaodne/s'in the 
Tex MEN to mean ander: ued Goodneſs, there fore 
according to this which. is Dr. Clark's Explagation 
of the Text, there is nothing therein by which it 
can be proved, that Matter and all. Sorts. of Beings 
that are not Perſonal, are nat - alſo .indued- with underi- 
ved Goodneſi, and conſequently are not ſelf-exiftenti, For 
Goodneſs, is a Quality inherent in à Subject, if 
the e is vader bed, 096 ae un bs elke 
EX1 ent. (3-7 | 3 38613 view; 7 * 1308 80 
And therefore, ſince the Fext manifeſtly intends 
to Par: God alone to be the only underived Good, 
and to exclude all irrational and inanimate: a 


from Jt, the Words ove and oye muſt reſer not 
3 e Cl 


— 


„ a 

o Perſons bur to Beings And therefors we. mull 
ike the Text in this, 

There 4 no. Good. Being ſave one 'Belpg, that 4 
0 

Secondly, Now in the Text the. Nature of the 
ebrew. or Syriac in Which it was ſpoken, and the 
ature of the Greek and Latin into which it is tran- 
ated, do of Neceſſity require that the Adjectives 
me and none ſhould be — = Maſculine Gender, and not 
F the Neunter 3 tho' they OF to s and *. Text 
read - as I baue put it. 

I. The Hebrew and Syria "hays no. Newer Gen- 
der at — and — they ex 8 the Mal- 
uline, Beings that are not Per Thus Gen. r. 
10. It is ſaid. of the Ses and dry Land that it is Od. 


And again, v, 13. Of tbe Fruits. of the Earth, v. 18. 

Of the Sum and Stars, v. 21. Of the Ce before 

Man was created. In all which Caſes the Word Good 

in the Hebrew of -the Maſeuline Gender. And by 

ation thereof v. 31. is made to refer 10 

he 7 eee. if it ſhould be ſaid the Texts do 
fed 5: 

„This 1 inſt: | to ſhew. that the Helga. Gen- 
ler may be put in the Latin and 7507 in e 
with, the eee ly is in the next 
Paſſeg e of which in i its OWN 55 But 

zi the Hebrew Idiom will not Waben the 
acting the Aldjectivas into the Maſculine Gender, 
yet - the Nature: of the Greek and Latin Languages does 
neceſ * require the Werd ſbould be in that Gender 
in ths Text, where.they are to ny to Beings, For ſince 
beſe Beings on the one ſide of the Compariſon are 
partly Perſonal, and on the other fide aneh Perſonal: 
\nd ſince Perſonal Beings are more noble, the Ad- 
jectire muſt be the Heſeulne Gender. This every 

School Boy knows. - 
And this the. very Nature of Sek requices, As 
e by the n . we have no N 
4 or 
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may be an End of the Critical Explanation ow this 2 txt 


| the Lavugbing Beings to be Rational, and that none 
the Propoſition to Rational Beings 


OT "COIN 7 


" 7 


(4e) | 
for the Names of Beings, but what'the Rationality 
and the Sex determins. So that now I hope there 


by the Gender of the Adjeftive. 0 
3. Eſpecially if it be conſidered, that the a 
ſon which Dr. Clark found: upon this Text, is more thay 
bis own Explanation thereof will bear. For though we 
doch admit his Criticiſm to be good, which yet 
we have proved falſe, but I fay tho we ſhould ad- 
mit it good, yet even then the Text will not prove God 
to. be, one Perſon only, or one Perſon only to have" this 
Natural. Charafter 0 VA Original See, which is the 
Thing to be prov . a 26 1 

This will 5 0 by a like Propoſition concerning 
ſome, Natural Character, belonging only to ons 
Sort of” Perſons or 1 Beings *y 7 — bal 
Tbere is none Riſi 4 (or indowed "with * " Far 
of Layghing) but one, that is Mann. 

"Now in this Propoſition. the Word one and ond 
eanngt be rendef' d in the Neuter Gender, without #hb 
Abſurdity of ſuppoſing an Effe& without 4 Caſe.” Lang. 
ing is an Effect of Ratiocination, and therefore proves 


but. Rational Beings can laugh. And thereby —— 
of which the In 
duals are Perſons ; and therefore the Adjectives cannot 
ts of the Neuter Gender. That Gender would in 
e confine the Propofition to Beings char / ard 
ot. Perſons, none of 'which'can laugh and'fo make it 
fi ſs i in fact, without the Addition ef the Word 
AN- which cannot be properly added, till human 
Nature is diveſted of Perſonality. Thi "thire e thi 
Propoſition muſt be read, There is no Perſon can 
laugh ſave one ' Perſon, that's is Man:: 
" Stabi the Word Perſon as Dy Clark bimſel — 
6 (in his Explanatiqn of Gal. 3. 28. in his Anſwer 
Ys Nelſon p 4.) for the whole Species: For ie i the 
ic wood Species 's Neue 1 _ Gn ts | 
ve | =? - , 19 
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0 42 ) 
1, Te Son muff be allowed: to know bimſelf. Thi 
Dr. Clark and his Adherents. cannot den ny, fer t 
Context ſays the Son huows the Father, and ther: 
fore muſt (2 fortiori according to them) know bi 
ſelf. 2. The Holy Ghoft ane «6 known the Son 
us, 1 Cor. 12. Ss — muſt know him, « 
could not make 
So again Rev. 19. be Sow or Werd of God. G 
13.) has (v. & 2.) a Nam written which none n 
kimſelf. Will Dr. Clark ſay chis Text excludes 
Father from knowing his Sons Name? Will | 
ſay it excludes che Holy: Ghoſt from knowing thi 
Name ? — wn ſhall we underftand that Tex 
which ſays the ſearebes all Things even the du 
Things-of God. x row hh f D 
In both theſe Tens and in many others of. | 
like Nature, the Word sone in the Maſculine Gende 
is taken u in the Hebrew, to expreſs both the Spt 
cies and the Individual. And theſe Texts muſt chi 
be read. No Being kent the Son-fave that 
ing, in which 2 ove Perſon | No Beit 
knows the written Name of the 80n, fave th 
Being in vrhich the Son himſelf. is one es 7 
And ſo the Text before us if it could be proved 
that the Perfon of the Bacher is mant by the tert 
God, muſt be alſo read thus; There ig wv Pein 
— Dong; 8 God the Father is 
. The Perſon in this Text particularly points 
at, is Feſws Chriſt the Son bimſelf. If we may Judy 
- whar” he fays of: himſelf in another Pl 
6. 45. Ie if vile in tbe — Aud th 
ſhall b all taught f God: Zoetry ene therefa 
. — of the Father, : comreth to Ml 
The Original in the Prophet reads: hall be tag 
of: 7EHOYAH. S0 that here Chriſt himfelſ 
makes himſelf this Teacher, whom the Prophali 
* 5 and whom he himſelf a 
1 or 


Ui —_ 


. Ca) 
; Which Name is fully declarative of his Na- 


and proves him to be Original, abſolute and 
nl Good as being God of bimſelf, and . 
int Cauſe, of which in the next Paſſage. 

mean time it muft be noted that Chrift * 
here renounce his. Title to this Character, Tho 
ſays, why calleſt thow me Good. For he "fays in 
ther Place, H Dhvid tall Chif Lord, how is. be his 
„Mat. 22. 45- Which — ww Text N be tor - 
ed to deny ber — David. It only 
uso upon an r Chriſt is not 
ething more than the Seribes then took bim | 


Lues 1 85 "Claale. 8 For bh .che 22 


ntleman might 

HOY AH is — Original, pans 

t Good, and that as he is our Teacher, as you 

& ho ſays himſetf. Aud therefore he is rhe: Cad 

Per, in che Content; and in the Text, the: Prſem 
Good Being, which 
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1 * is ſubmitted; $0; te: — — 
enden whetherzif Text; proves any | 


in this Debate, ch. Prook. is/ 


18 net 
Clark,.. and all, aher whoeverthar: 2 
exiſtent God uad at Chriſt. 
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lpbiiitbar Gb of 25 5 e 
© Fews TO BE Re 6 en thb{Þ Wor 
©© ken by Moſes could underſtand 20 OF — E | 
| A than of the Almighty Father the Creator and Gn 
vor of all Things : And the Natural Apprebenſi 
© common Senſe of Mankind obviouſly leads all 
© underſt and them after the | ſame manner. 
25 955 havin the New Teſtament, our Lord 
d (3) St. Paul uſe the term one or only < 
in the . manner. And (4) that the Word ( 
is in above Three Hundred Places of the 
Teſtament, confined to the | Perſon of the Fatl 
(5) That Athanaſins and the Church Writers 
interpret the Text. (6) That Chriſt is excluded f 
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T4) 
chat Petfon „that Su preme; 5 19 55 
xiftent Governor of all, eto dn t 0 | 
4 — is ſtiled by way of Eminence The 0 
If God. And (7) that this is confiſtent” . 1 
ligible, but Mr. Nelſon's Friends Notion e 
intelligible. ws 
(n) Now to the firſt of theſe 16 7 id re- 
n, that f the natural Apprebenſion common" Senſe 
| Mankinl obviouſly leads al Men to ander Han theſe 
rds of the Almighty Father," tbe or G 
all Thin 925720 we if the 5 ro be ſhire coul ander- 
nd them of Lorber; If ſo, then to be ſure, he Na- 
al Appreficnſion of all Mankind, and of the Jews 
Dre eſpecially,” muft take this Ain 575 nf to. 
the Subſtance: In which the Three Perſonz in 
ext ſtiled (1) Jebovab, (2) Elohenu, (30 Fehough, 
Y'the Lord, (2) our God, (3) the Lord, are Ahr 
d to be One. The Text naturally" "ſuggeſts 4 
ſtinction and a Unity of Thiee, for when a 
e hears an Amen of Uniry,” fubjoyned- to 4 
ſconrſe of Three Names or Titles; it is ware! 10 
prebend ſuch Affirmation, relates to che Three Names 
pken of before, in Caſes ig, the Natures of 
e Unity, and of the Perſons we inten- 
d by ſuch Names are ane N 1 obvious 
this Propoſition,” Marcus Tullim Cicero ar one, A 
thoſe who know not whether  the' Words are 
ames of a Man, or ſome other Thing. But in Ca- 
+ where.che Names are known to inf diſtinQly, 
ere an Affirmation of Unity Men to 12 
ain that Diſtinction in og Rabi tho the 
hree Diftin& Names requires it ſhould be kept u 
y others. Thus in that Propofitiol England, Scot cd, 
rord d Milet, ire One, It is natural to fefſect 
ou Zinal Diſtinftion, and preſent Nylon 1 * Three Ne- 
ie Fa 7 the Angles, Senn, and Wet 
ters Wl 
ded f | . 
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If each of thoſe, Names are Titles of Peg 
then the Diſtinction will be magifeſt. If ach 
e is ſtiled Febevab, as Two of them g 

they ate Perſons, then the Diſtinction » 
be, able 105 dangerous Miſconſtructions, and m 
the Affirmation in the Text of abſolute Necefli 
That the Jews in the Days of Moſes, and at. 
Coming of Chriſt held Three Diftin& Perla 
pears 1 the Pentatench, and from the Ne 
Namen The Son and Spirit are gl a 
I, 2, Which. compared with P.. 33. 6. ſhews b 
Son and Spirit to be Diſtinct EL the Lord. 'K 
the one is the Word 7 the Lord, and the other the 
rit of the Subſtance of the Lord, (a) Here are Thee 
The Lord, The Ward, TY Spiris, .W which are further 
ftingwſhed thus. 

The Word Pl. 33. 6. is the Jaws with God, Gen 
1 . 

T or 0 or, ( 
applicable to the Perſon of the Father. "This 1 Tit 
inne the Text is confined to the Son by the Nati 

rt thereof; 7 — firft Title Lord is to the f 
ther, by the hit Peeſonal Significarion thereof ( 
and the Latter Title Lord to the he Holy Ghoſt 9 
Onder thereof, in the Text. 
© Abe n is 221 the Loy s Pe 2 
| bare c er. 3 L. 22. (e tho' he ſhon 

often menti ere, an 12 Idee, Gen. I. 
5 the Creato e . ** 75 
when one hears the Text r the Name; 
zovab, one cannot but ae beat 
does not in this Place ſtand. for the Spirit, which 
a ſufficient rang e Appachenbon it may. 

And tl it is natural, for any one wl 
reads, the TI andmuch more forany one whot 
but the leaſt Inſet ak into a Hebrew to * 
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0 27 ) | 
kree Names at firſt Sight, forthe Ticks of Three 
tſons, each of which are ſtiled Jehovah, ic. will 
low that there is an abſolute for; the 
ffirmative, that theſe are not T dees Jehonats but 
e Jehovah. > fan 0) 92151: 4c} on dig 
The  Firſs Thin that 1 obvious to! cee Senſe in 
is Text, is the Trinity of Perſons; The next Thing is 
e Unity of the Subſtance: Which Subſtance may be 
derſtood by the Term Almighty Father, the Creator 
1d Governor of all Things. © Taking the Term Fa- 
er abſtracted from the Conſideration of the Pa- 
rnity in the moſt Holy Triniey, and with Reſ- 
ect only to its being the Father and firit Cane, 

d Preſerver of all Created Beings. 3 

(2) And thus, Our Lord Himſelf * the 

erm Only true God, 2 the whole Subſtance 2s 

ill appear more fally, Neo Vooit#'” 16 4; 

(3) And thus Epbeſ. IV. 6. St. Paul tiles the Hol 

irit both one Lord and one God the Father of all, 

1 account of the Subſtance. - For (1) It is the 
ope of rhe Paſſage to prevail upon People to 

ep the Unity of he Spirit, which according to 

dr. Clark's Interpretation, muſt have been zbe U. 

ty of the Monarchy. The Unity of the Monar- 

y would require, that the Three Perſons ſhould 

> named. But the Unity of the Spirit requires, 

at the ſame Spirit in which we are one, 

ould be Lord and God Supreme, (2) The Of- 

s of this God and Farber * 2 

but the 


. 
ent nce; ſub in t 
8 e pr 1. all, A he is 
Things, and in all «s. It is the 


hich is called God 

ay Ghoſt, thar by cit thing 

toly Ghoſt, that rbyo all s gives 
em their Gxifienes, bf: Pl 1 And it —— 
oly Ghoft who dels in the Church. Se ? G 
And he again calls the Son, The one Lord and 
od and Father of all, on account of the Sub- 


ance, Sd 1 62. ( And 
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25: (19':Fef, Þ may be confitent with the Nai 
of God. For tho the Human or other Create 


Senſe Jehovah, and the other Attributes of God 


(4. And if the Three: Hundred and odd Paſlay 
be examin'd-' with the Oontext and the 5 Orig ir 
they wilt appear to give this Title to the Son, 
the Holy Spirit, or the Subſtance it ſelf, but 
give no Eminence to any one Perſon, but a me 
perfect Equality 1 
(5 And thus the Church Writers in his Bool 
§ 9. p. 246. do evidently ſpeak. __ - | 
(6) And therefore Chriſt is both God as he 
Mediator; and Father, as he is the firſt Cauſe : O 
Perſon in the Self-exiſtent Subſtance, which ſubſil 
in Three Perſons. 5 
7] And this is (x) very conſiſtent, and (2). f 
telligible. 24 


Perſonal Subſtance cannot ſubſiſt in more thi 
one Subſiſtence, without dividing it ſelf into 1 
many Parts, as it ſubſiſts in Perſons; yet it wil 
not follow that Uncreated and Selk exiſtent | 
finite Subſtance cannot do ſo. That human Sul 
ſtance cannot do more than it does, nay thi 
is not infinite; is owing to the firſt nothin 
out of which it was created, but is not th 
Effect of the Creator. And therefore we canno 
argue from hence to God in any Reſpect what 
ever. So that this upon which Dr. Clark and hi 
Mathematically. Learned Friend lay ſo much Streſ 
has really no Weight in it. For unleſs they 66 
meaſure Infinite Subſtance , they cannot 6 Iuſini 
Subſtance cannot do this or be that. So that it ma) 
conſiſt with ſuch Subſtance, thus to ſubſiſt for . al 
he or any Man elſe knows to the contrar7. 

aly, It is conſiſtent with the moſt obvious ani 
common Senſe of Holy Writ, thus to underſtand thi 
Holy Trinity. It is not eaſy to take in on 


, 
U 


Wes 


n 
hen ſpoken of che Father, and in another Senſe 
hen ſpoken of the Son. 
zuly, It is conſiſtent with the Natural Notions of 
od, which the Light of Reaſon affords to every 
inking Man as will appear hereafter.  _ 
(2) And this Doctrine of the e & moſt in- 
ligible; for it gives us a more perfect Account 
f the Diſtinction between Infinite Subſtance and 
inite Perſonal Subſtance than we had before. And 
ſubſi de utmoſt Knowledge we have of any ching, a- 

ounts only to a Knowledge of Diſtinction, which 
io will appear here after. 
2) And now I fubmic it, whether T have not n 2 
| Interpretation of this Paſſage, how ſingular and 
reale ſoever it may be; Tho' I think I have 
0 cha infallible Commentator with me. Ste nent 


© * 


nto 2 Wege. 2 We; r 
it Wil | e 

nt 1 — - 720 
1 Sub Wwe . 42. ER 988 | 
y On © 1 £22) 

ot | ON? WF 1 * | 
1 O keep the Argument as cloſe as poſſible, I bave 
80 i taken out ſomg, particular Proofs, aud put them 


Streſſ („) The Word Peb in the Pſalm fignifies Sub- 
CY ce. Figuratively, Gen. xliti. 7. According to the Tenor 
dir Subſtance of theſe Words, Literally, Deut. viii. 3. 
mi nere we render -« Every Word that proceedeth out of 


for . Mouth the Hebrew is By whatſoever proceedeth from 
sante of God doth Man live. In the Text the 
us ord Pæb is of the fame Signification as Fehovab, 


nd ch hich is manifeſtly the Subfance Generating the Son 
2 ou werd, and proceeding the Spirit. (See beneath) 


E (846) Elb 


7 


ER 

3 (56) 
43) Efoum gnifies the Office of Medi ater. (1) TH 
the 9 0 9 it in the Day of 2 oh Exod, 


©, $54+ 


was at eg own Deſire {4 Mediator besen God 
and them, Ch. xx. 19. 21. And made ſo by. the Lord 
Himſelf, between God and Pharach, Ch Vii. 1. An 
therefore my put Aaron upon making another Me 
diator to tupply his Place. 5 

(2) This Word Elokim is by the 70 render 
Oebs, and by the Latins Deus, both which Word 
were then taken for the Mediator. Thus St. Paul 
The Gods of the Heathen are Devils, (Demons, mid 
Beings.) And on this Account Judge s are called 
Elobim, Pſ. 82. 6. becauſe ſtanding 70 the Lord 
whoſe Judgment they execute. 

(3) Elohim is the Name of Perſons in the Offi 
of Judges or Mediators. The Word relates to the 
Office, and is accordingly tranſlated Judges, it 
fome Places. 

(4) The Word is the Plural Number of Eload 
both by the Gen of the Language, and by the 
Verſion of it in ſuch Places, as manifeſtly ſhew i it i 
of the Plural Number, P.. 82, Kc. 

(5) The Word when fpoken of Chriſt the @ 
Mediator, is always uſed as a Word of the Sogn 
Number. Thus „50. 6. The Eloabs be bimſelf i 15 Th 
Judge. This I take t denote the Two Natures it 
Chriſt, Eloah God, and Elbab Man, both one Fudge 
and therefore the Word tho” Plural 18 "SR 
Plural in Nature, Singular in Perſon. 

This is my own Obſervation, I bave wot ſeen * 
any Author. Antient or Modern, and therefore offer” 
Confirmation thereof. 
The Word Chf Holy : Or mereifutergdd 
it is render'd. Exod, 34. 6. Rab Chaſed Abundant i 
| Goodn| 


5150 980 
edneſ3, Now this Word in the Plural Number 
ut for the Perſon of Chriſt, . 55. 3. as apply d 

Se. Pauli Acts 13. 34, 35. The Faithful Holy Ones 
David are The One Perſon of Chriſt : The Holy One 
it could ſee no Corruption, (E/. 16.) and The 
ly One or abundantly good one, Exod. 34. 6, The 
o Natures of God and Man in one Perſon. 
E HOLY ONES HE whoſe Death is right dear 
great Price) in the Sight of the Lord, Pl. 116. 
Of Value ſufficient to pay the Price of our Re- 
ption, y . | C9911 © 5's * . 1 
he Title Elohim cannot by any Sort of Argu- 
nt be confined to ſigniſie be Perſon: of the Father; 
| it is firſt prov'd, that the God of Jrael is the 
ſon of the Father, See next beneath 
The Perſon of the Holy Ghoſt is properly ſtiled El- 
y, becauſe [I.] he mediates now with Man in the 
ad of Chrilt, Gen. 6. 3. the Hebrew bv is w 
ide of the Fudge, Office, and proves the Holy Ghoſ 
K by 72 [2.] H Title is The Union, 
Fob. 2. 20. And therefore He is the Oyl of Gladneſs, 
ntion'd, Heb, I. 9. Note, the Greek of that Epiſtle 
s the Word Oyl in the Nominative Caſe, and 
kes it another Deſignation of The God bo anointed 
it: And thus manifeſts That God to be the Holy 
oft The Oyl of Gladngſs. And C;. The Holy Ghott 
in Fatt that Mediator who- anointed Chriſt. For 
- 2 vas by him that the Oblation was made, Heb. 
res 4. (See no. 964.) and by him the Anſwer of 
ud eptance was returned, ſee Note (e) Add [4] 
ular Fatbers Perſon cannot be {tiled Elobim in any 
Sunne of che Old Teſtament, till it is firſt proved, 
| the God of Iſrael is The Perſon of the Parher; 
ich cannot be done till The Word of the Lord, 
d ſpake to Abraham, Gen. XV. 1. it proved yot thi 

if lid nth they . 
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ce) The firſt perſonal Sipnification of Febovab 1; 
God the. Fab Wo) n beneath u 
Section 2. Memb. ii. a0. 494 · M. 

(d) The Spirit 1s calle 
Pſalm, v. 1. The Lord Jehovah ſaid unto my Lord, 
thou' at my Right Hand. Here the Lord at the Right 
Hand is the SON. TO whom the Lord ſpeaks. Now 
this Lord who ſpeaks recites in verſe 4. the Word: 
of another to him concerning the Son. The Lond 
ſuare — the Lord at THY Right Hand ſhall wand. 
The Perſon who ſpeaks to the Son, v. 1. Tell 
him what another ſwore about Him. v. 4. & F. 
Now this Perſon who ſwares is the Father, as appeans 
by the Words of the Oath. Therefore ſince there 
are but Three Perſons in the Deity ſtil'd Jebovab, 
he who recites the Words is The Holy Ghoſt. 

Here are Fehovah the Father, Adon the ſame as 

Eloab the Son, and Jehovah the Holy Ghoſt; 
(2) The Holy Ghoſt is ſtiled Jehovah, Jer. 31. 


22, compared with Luk 1. 32. 


WT OY 
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No. III. Mark XII. 32. 


There is one God, and there is none other 
but He. 8 


1. HE Error in the Explanation of this Text 
ariſes from the Neglect of the Context, and 
is a manifeſt Proof, how unfit a Method 
Dr. Clark has taken to make the Truth appears 
(x) In the 28th Verſe of this Chapter, the Scribe 
examins , Chriſt concerning the Principal Point of 
Religion. --- Which is the f Commandment of all? 
_ Uſing this Word Commandment as it is uſed in the 
Old Teſtament for Covenant. (Compare Deut. x. 4 
: Wi 


& . 


ebovab in the roth 


6 


with eb. ix; 9.) Of as in the Modern Phtaſe for dr. 
ticles of Religion. NN © 


4 (2 )\Þ6 d C 


tbe Commandments (or chief Article of Relig ion) is. 
The Lord our God, the Lord 2 one, (8 See next above) 
and thun ſhalt lhow the Lord, A 

(3) VUpon' this the Scribe marks in the Text, 
v. 32. --- Thou baſt ſaid the. Truth, there it one G 
and there is none other but he, . fo leve bim --- bs 
more than al 10bole burnt Offerings, &c. 

(4) Now the Reader will obſerve, the Sore 
agrees with our Bleſſed Lord in the later: 
the Text, That of loving God: bow al, and. obs 
Lord does not to br, bim. He anſwers him in 

0 


x. pa bos 7 | FARR e the Ring dow « of 


CY NE 401 


This is à moſt evident Reproof of by Paola. 


nation, of the firft Part gf dur ole ords, 
namely thoſe which relate to 7he Unity 4 4 


and manifeſt" that the Paſſage —. Je ord our 1 


the” Lord 'is one, cannot be ex plain d by, 'th ext, 
Tbere is one God, and there in ho! *- other but Aa 


RR ene g e be fr Hof al © 


0 


e- Our Bleffed © Lord him \ puts. this Matter 


right. For he proceeds, . How. ſay the 
Scribes Cb is the Son. of Pa For David bim 
ſelf" {aid hy ibe Holy Ghoft,” (Gr. „ 28 5 bal. 


In the Perſon or A; orti 2 bb Mord: of the 


Holy. Ghoſt): the Lord (aid uno my Lord, &c. Thus 
ſoit" of 'the Fade Ne 4 
JEHOV AH ot Lord, (lee above in 
* ii) and Chrif is ſtiled A „the Singular Num- 
of Adi, which as T fare elſewhere, obſer- 
—— denotes his Two Natures as Elobim alſo does 


are e 75 piled 


referring the Scrib e to the, Pf: hers the Per- 
rhe Holy 7 


(ſes above in Note (b) under no. ii. ) Thus, teaghin os | 


us chat not only the Faith” in. the Unity of. of ihe. Su 
ſtance, but alſo in the Trinity "of Perſont in that Sub- 


ſeanee is the firſt of all the Commundmentrs And Thar 


ote'(d) under 


a b om. | 
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bepotte Son that. Was 956 Fleſh, and er iy'aty 


he” Holy oF. is > Na Jehovah in the pare. 


„ 
upon which our Devotion being founded, bring 
us INTO the Kingdom 0 God 2 wakes us Mein- 
bers thereof. Nom in. anJw' to y n reply tom R. 5 
— 2. It does moſt certainly appear by the Text 
Context, that the Scribe did not. underſtand the Sori- 
pturei. Our Lord had charged them with this Ig- 
norance in this very Chapter, v. 24. It is alſo cer- 
rain, the Jews in the. Old Teſtament call the Crea- 

tor of Heaven and Earth by this Title, wiz. The 
Mrd of the Lord: By. 91 — they and the New Te- 
ſtament Writers both, 4 The. Son or Second 
Perſon... 7. in the Trinity. "Fo. x And if we take the 
Te erm Father, for the. Led 18 or Predecel- 
ſor alter the; Cultom of tie Jews, then it is the 
lame a as "The Father F gur. Lord Feſus..Chrift, For the 
Word itt the Sbecinah i is Predece or and Legal 72 


ther 1. "ne Word. ing 1 Ap fe. Thus he is ſtiled before 
1 


his Thy ir Hation, I +61 The Ward of the Lord 
cam. 74 nie . ching = 4 ſball he horn unto t bee er 
5 475 be. my Sen and 0 le bis Fatber. Which 
on b confin ned to; Chriſt in the Epiſtle to the 
Heb. 1. F. And 155 hi þimſelf {tiles himſelf ſings 


his Incarnation Job, 1g. 10. The Father that dwyh 


let) in me, be | . 5 Works: -. Which myſt” be un- 
derſtebd of the, Perſoh,.of the; Word, and not of 
the Om of the Father, For it is not the.Pgrion) 
of the" Father, but. the, Perſon of the: Word rhe only 


WICH? 201 
So far then Pra Yak and the. Aden and 


Sotinian Writers m Jay. true, when they ation 
the C "= of. 17 thy the God and Father 
of the Lord Jef 1 75 5 be the ſame. Perſomg 


bur” they err in che; Application 'of: this Title 0 
the Perſon of the Father, for it, is the Title of 
che Word, who with t the Perſons of the Father and 
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LED] 
ceding Paſſage, and ſo explained by eur Lord 
Chriſt himſelf. _ 

3- The Term *Avrite&- Gol of Bimſelf” 


not the peculiar © Attribute” of "The Tier. Te, 


but equally common to the Son and Spirit. For — 5 


the Attribute of th Subſta 555 not of the P 
ſon. To prove it eculiar to the Perſon e the the 
Father, it muſt be are od; that Wb . 
ſtent Subſtance, i ph not wh Ally the Son and, 
rit ; Which 3s * be 9, Dueſtion... 15 the ſam „ 
rica] Subſtanc2 ſublilts in eath Petr ſon, * ary of « 
Neceflity v that each Perſon is God of 
himſelf. 20 he A A, 1 25M 1 
22 'The Church: Wii: unatiſmou(l Vaſpeak o 
God, firſt according to the Uniey of hig "Subliemce, 
then according to the Tri A of Rerſons in that 
Subſtance. Tb the Cr Gel abe Father (or 
firſt Cauſe the) Almigh ry Mdkerrof Hea ven an: Kurt b. 
Not denoting the Naph in the Holy Arigity, 
but be Relation to the Creatures. And this Prinsiple 
being lettled then follows) ere b only —+- 
and --- . Hol Spirit —— manifeſting the Relstion 
of che Trinic of -Perſ#hs in the Unity of the, 
Jubſtande. That of :be Farber. implied in che Term 
den, and that of tie Son un Spirit expreſly named. 
Aa t is agreeable to the Old Teſtament, whers 
I Have not obſerved the Term Father ſpak@h of 


God, to denote any Relation fave that to his Crea- 


tures: But che. firſt Perſon is called Febouab Mbiab 
rhe common” Name 5 Subſtance, 


Son and: Holy G (26453 Oh; 


on the next preceding, and is 6 We * 
alſo Lord bre, * 
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No. VL. Joh. IV. 44. 


And ſeek not the Honour that cometh fro from 


Gud only, or (as Dr. Clark amends the Fer 
1 i) from the 0 God. * 


HE Sopres eme Authority js lhe Fountain f all 
Honour. This Supreme Authority according 
to Dr. Clark's Notion thereof is veſted in the Fa- 
ther and Son and Spirit, who are all one God a 
they are one Authority, and one Monarchy. (See | his 
Doctrine part 2. 8 3535 Therefore according to 


his Nooll of Things, n God, in the T ext, 
is The ' Trinity. 


It cannot ales the Caſe..to lay: One af theſe | 
Powers. is Original, and the other derived, be- 
cauſe he 1 all the Powers to be One Powery' 


and 1be Unity of the Power to be: the Foundation of 
| the-Unity F God in The Trinity. Thus by his own. 


Notions he flands Lak ndemned in hiz uſe of 
this Text. £2.42; $0 12 


2. The Term God in this "Coat: 
oper Fountain of Honour,” Him who has Kor 


ro execute” Fudgment : And Honour thoſe who. honour. 
bim, i. e. Chriſt (Fob. 5. 27.) whom the Phariſees 


becauſe ey egg he Praiſc of. «Nga had I 
0 9 n | ? IN A oh 4 Wea 


ew an | obs | 


No. V., 


T} 


1. 


c I 20, 
wh ey bo 
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No. V. Joh. XVII. 3. 


That they might know: thee the only true God 
and _— Chriſt whom thou  baſt fent. 


® Things are defired by our ' Bleſſed Lord 
in this P | 
FF That His Father may be known to be the 

y true God. 

(2) That he himſolf may be known © be the 
Perſon ſent. 

(1) If chen by the Only True God be meant only 
the Perſon of the Father it is not eaſy to recon- 
cile this Pra 2 with the then common. Faith of 
the Jews. They all knew the Fathers Perſon. to 
be the True God, and if we may believe Dr. Clark's 
Account of them, they took bu Perſoy only to be 
ſo. And therefore — this Only True God the 
8 of Chrif is more than The ſing 3 Perſen "of the be 
Father, would it have been pray d that bir might 
be — and not as it is of the Diſciples, ke 
thoſe &c. 8. 112 

Hence it appears that che Term Father in the 
Context, ,myft. be underſtood in all the Senſes thereof. 
And in the Text the Term Only True God muſt 
be aſcribed to Him, to whom the Term Father 
in the Context does belong, „The Son in this Chap- 
ter is the Mediator,: the Pe on of the Ward conſider d 
not as God, but as Mediator. The Father of this Son 
is He, "ow whom this e of AO, is 
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(58) 

The Character of Mediator proceeds from the 
moſt Holy Trinity. (+) Fam the Son who offer d 
himſelf thro the Spirit, Heb. 9. 14. (2) from the Spirit 
by whoſe Mediation it was offer d (3) from the Fa- 
tber who accepted this Oblation, and ſwore the Son 
Prieſt for ever, Pl. 110, 4, 20A 

The Only True God, therefore in the Text 1s the 
Selfexiſtent Subſtance ſubſiſting in the Three Perſons of 
the Father, and Son, and Spirit. From whom the Son 
comes to us in the Character of Afediator. Both of 
which particulars He here prays we may know, | 
2. Dr. Clark (in his Reg pre, en] has 
not proved that the Term Tse G mentioned by 
way of Eminence in the New Teſtament, always 
ſignifies the Perſon of the Father. His Reaſon for it 
in 1 Theff. x, 9. will not hold” tiff he has firſt. pro- 


ved the Term God cannot ſtand for 25 Subſnce 


aud all the Perſons therein, of vieh the Son boi, to 
come from Heaven is one. For there the Diſtinction Js 
not between tlie Son and the true God, but be- 


teen the Idols and che true God, of whom. the 


Son is coming flom Heaven. And the Word ren- 
der'd bis Son may fairly ſigniſie, Tbe Syn "thereof, re- 
ferring to that Subſtance, in which the Son alſo 
is one Perſon. And then the Word True God in 


botfr Places will be as I underſtand them, the 
: Jon Das aer 9 


Nele of the Subſfnce. 1, CO 
That Paſſage, 1 Cor. viii, 6. manifeſtly ſpezks'6f 
the Subſtance in the Perſon of tbe Sn. (See beneath 
Vo. 8.) and that of Epb. iv. 4. ſpeaks of the tit 
ubſtance in the Perſon of the 'Holy Ghoſt; (See 
70.) and the Particle [And] mitft_be proved Di 
anQive” before the Text in St. Jud J. can be 
nfined to the Perſon of the Father. And that 
Proof wilt attend the Determinatioh of the Que: 
ſtion, but. cannot determin it. 
3. If Mr. Nelſon's Friend had put the exctithive 
Particles, as 1 have noted above in Note 4. in 


Page Al. 


3 


7 


89 


pag. 41. Dr. Clark could not I think oppoſe them 
without manifeſt 8 the Scripture it ſelf. 
For tho it is tru e all other Beings, 
yet I have there manifeſted they do not exclude any 
of the Perſons in the one Self-exiftent Subſtance. 
And in the Caſe: before us we may apply Dr. Clark's 
own Rule in. his Reply. (page 61) and admit the 
Word only to appropriate ſomewhat ' to the Subject, it 


is, apply'd t. exclafiue of ever thing tbat Subject a 


contradiſtinguiſit from. For then if it be proxed, 
that rhe One Self-exiſt ent Sub ſtaule does ſubſet” in Three 
Perſons, The Term Only True God will exclude The 
Conſideration F ibe ſuliſt ing e gy e Ferſon nd 
o more. 

(40 If Wiſdom as (Dr. Clark ns in his Reply is 
only an Attrilunt in Ecrlu, how can he make the 
Holy Ghoft 2 Perſas in the. New Teſfamem d Let all 
the Texts by ' which he proves the Py of 
the Holy Gheſt-in his Doctrine, pat 3. 0 227 be 

compared with 'what is ſaid of iſdom- in Rcelur 
Chapter 24. And let the Reader judge whether 
Dr. Clark: now become a Convert to Soeinus, 
and the Ruruuian Catethiſm. Thus the Old Adu! 
ule to ſay and unſay. And thus the Modern Pa- 
piſts on bare Rall to ſſ Rome in St; Peter, to 
prove his being at Rome; but not in the Revelations 
where it is by ſome urged to prove Rowe the Har- 
lot upon the Beaſt. *. 
4) For the Readers Eaſe; I have put duet the 
Texts, by which Dr. Clark proves the 'Perſonali 
of the! Holy | Ghoſt, and ſuch Taxes as ſpeak” 
Wiſdom in Ecxluzg* e po Ginn: 
y ids: iu den r nit Ziv 
Comparg' No. 1089; 1 Cor. 455 With Celan a4. 

1 aA. r N t 489096 
Md No. 1032. Fob. 16.'13.'wit CR gs 
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No. 1043. Act, viii. 29. 


1045. — 10. 19. Ku: | 2 HY 
1046, —— 11. 12. With Wiſdew 8.75 
1048. ara pd 13. 2. 
1077. Joby 14. 16. wich Wiſdom 1. 6. 


1129. 1. Cor. 2. to 11. with Wiſa. I £7. 
8. Ch. 8. 6. 


Compare 1143. 2 Cor. 13. 4. with Ecclus. 24. 44 
1144. Eph. 4. 3. with Wiſdom 1. 4. 

1147. Dr. Clark's own Comment lets 

| aſide, x4 

Compare 1155. Fobn 16. 13. with Ecelus. 24.12. 


Wiſd. 9. 10. 0 
No. 1178. Rom. 7. wm, Relate to one par- 
| ti 


177 icular only," _ 
the — of che Spin for us. 


+ 


No. 1138. Mat. 28 enn to che Bapiiſinc; in i thi 
one Name of the Father Son and Holy Ghoſt = 
which is more than can be found of. Wiſdom in 
Eeclun. But then às Wiſdom is there declared the 
Creator, Ecclus. 24. 6. &c. And the Supreme Go- 
vernor -Wiſdow 8. 1. This gives himban Authority 
equivalent to all that Dr. Clark allows in Baptiſm. 
and more than he thinks fit to allow the Holy 
Ghoſt here by the Text. See his Comment under 


2 YarT... 70 


( It is true the Dt. is very Aal, be hay: left 


: bimlel a way to eſcape. with Sociniut; for he has 


omitted referring to the chiefeſt Prodf of all, that 


of the Proceſion of the Hoy .Gboft, Joh. 15. 26. in 
which the Dif inctneſʒ of bis Perſon is moſt undeniably 
manifeſted. ' Of which this Doctor could not be 

norant, ſince all Divines and even the Aſſemblies 
— inſiſt upon it. But even in this parti- 
cular, the Author of Ecolns, is not deficient, See 
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Phraſe From the Father, = taKin 


of 3 Read 
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Ectlus 24. *. N. B. the Hebrew if it was the ſame | 


Word as is uſed, P/ 33. 6. the Verſion is — from 


the Subſtance of the Moſt High. (See above Note 
(a) under No. 2.) Which is the ſame as St. Fobns 
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No. I. Rom. II. zo. 


Being it is. One God that juſtifies the — 


ciſion by Faith, and the UV ncircumciſion by . 
Faith. 


. 


K I 


HE Perſon who juſtifies is The One 0% in 

this Text. This Perſon is the _— who ju- 

ſtified Alrabam by his Faith, Gen. 15. 4. Now this 

is The WORD of the Lord. v. 1. Not Aa Father but 

the Son, called in that Text THE LORD (Jehova) 

and in this Chap. v. 4. ſtiled GOD as the Verſion 
LE whole * 


4, 8 . 4 4 2 , « 
F 
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No. VII. Rom. XVI 27. 


To God, &c. (the Verſion as I conceive ** 
< be thus). To. the . Only Wiſe GOD: thro 


Rs Chriſt, to | whom be. 07s Pe ever, 


Amen. | 


"H E Glory i is | wii}; to Jeſus Chuift, be- 
ing that Perſon in whom the Subſtance of 
F.. God-head mapifeſted it ſelf to be Only Wile, 
( ne ord himſelf thro the 5 to ter for 


us, 


aka We. 

3s (OV... NE 
us, Heb. 9. 14. (2) This Suffering of his in ont 
ſtead reconciled the Mercy and Truth of Gad. 


His Mercy in dying for us in one Perſon, and 


accepting that Death in another. His Truth or 
Juſtice in not forgiving us without full Satisfaction 
in the Perſon of the Son in our Nature. 
The Term GOD is for the Subſtance in all the 
Three Perſons : The Son who offer'd himſelf ; The 
Spirit thro whom the Son offer'd himſelf ; The Fa- 
ther, to whom this Oblation was made. And ac- 
cordingly we find in P/. x10, the Spirit brings back 
the Acceptance and the Oath of the Father in 
Confirmation thereof. The Lord ſware and will not 


repent thou art a Prieſt ——— 
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No. VIII. 1 Cor. VIII. 4.6. 


An Idol is nothing in the Morid, &c. There 


oh is none other Ovd but one, &c. N 


PH: Reader will upon Peruſal of this Chap- 


ter find the Titles of God, and Loyd, and 
Father, are all afcribed to Chriſt, to diſtinguiſh him 
from the Mediators of the Heathen by this; namely, 
that he is the Father (or firſt Cauſe, of whom are 
all Things, in whom we Chriſtians are (as the Hea- 
thens are in the Communion of the falſe Gods) 
and therefore muſt be the Only Mediator, becauſe 
He is the Self-exiftent Subſtance which is but one, whe- 
ther we call this Mediator God or Lord Thus, 
Exod. 22. 20. te any Blobim ſave Jehovalt oni, 
Tie Eoglih Reader may be reminded, chat at 


that time the Heathen generally underſtood iheit 
Mediators by the Title God and Tard, and the Su- 
24 | * — 
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+ C899): oy 
preme Being, they called Father to diſtinguiſh him 
from them. | 2 4 

The Scope of the Apoſtle in this Paſſage is to 
prove this Propofition An Idol is nothing in the 
IVorld. i. e. In the Order or Oeconomy of Religion. 
This he proves by ſhewing that all the Gods and 
Lords of the Heathen are only Mediators to the 
Supreme Being. And therefore ſince there is no 
other Being pretended to on either ſide, but the 
Supreme and the Mediator; therefore the Idol 
which is but a Mediator to the Mediator can be no- 
thing. Eſpecially to us Chriſtians who haye but 
One Mediator, who' is alſo the Supreme Being, and faſt 
Cauſe of all tbinnn ee. F 

The End of this Proof is to ſhew the Chri- 
ſtians, that when they were invited to eat what 
was offer'd to Images they might eat. 

The ſame Apoſtle, Ch. 10. 20, 21. forbids ex- 
preſly the eating what was offer'd to the Gods of 
the Heathen, but at the ſame declares the eatin 
of the Things offer'd to the Images to be Can 
in it ſelf, but not expedient if lyable to give Of. 
fence, mz. Seq Verſe 2 Eons 

2. Dr. Clark cannot but kiow the proper Term 
of the Supreme Self-exiſtent Being amongſt the 
Greeks at that time was THE FATHER; They 
ſtiled him thus on Account of his being FIRST 
CAUSE not of any Relation in che Trinity. 
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No. IX. Gal. III. 20. 
But God is One. 


HAT is; The ſame Perſon who gave the Law to 

| Moſes, made the Covenant with Abraham. And 
therefore ſince the Covenant extended to Chrift, 
in whom the Law terminated z the Law and the 
Covenant muſt be conſiſtent. | 
Now This One and the ſame Perſon is, The 
_ of the Lord Gen. 15. 1. The Son or Second 
Perſon. | | 


- 
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No. X. Eph. IV. 4, 5, 6 


There is, &c. 


HE Paſſage ſhews that The Holy Ghoſt is the 
one Spirit, who actuates the whole Church 
and makes it One Body. Then leaft we ſhould 


take this Spirit to be another Being diſtin&t from 


Jeſus Chriſt or God the Father, he proceeds to 
declare this One Spirit is The One Lord, and the One 
God, The One Supreme Self-exiftent Subſtance, the 
Father and firſt Cauſe of all things, who in the 


Perſon of the Spirit preſides over rhe Church, and 
acts by every one whom he enables to act, and is i» 


every one of us, that are ſanctiſied, tho we are not 
qualify'd to teach: And therefore we muſt keep the 
Unity of this Spirit in the Bond of Peace, 1 | 1 
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No. XI. 
The Only Wiſe God. 
3 N ag 8 


"T* HE Conſtruction in the Greek contiects this 
Verſe to the former, where Chrift is ſpoken of. 
(ee the Like above no. 9.) here therefore 
rhe Subſtance is ſpoken of as ſubſiſting in the Peſſon 
of: \ the Son, Lbs fn þ* 


1 Tim. I. 17. 


1 
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No. XII. 1 Tims 1:6 -- | 


For there is one God, &c: The Text I cons 
ceive ſhould be thus render'd.. For He (ic) 
the One God and the One Mediator hetween 

God and Man, the Man Chriſt Feſus, who 
gave bimſelf a Ranſome for us all. ; 
THE Text is to prove the Propoſition in verſes 
3, 4+ Namely The Will of God our Saviour, that 
all Men ſbould be ſaved. This is here proved 
by this, namely, that be who gave himſelf a Ranſom 
for us all is the Self-exiſtent Being, and therefore hat 
actually paid the Price of our Redemption. He was at 
his-own Diſpofal, and could not be compelled to 
ſuffer, if he had not offer'd himſelf, Which ſince 


he did, and has dyed accordingly, Wwe ni Mo rope 
e Trutli thus, 


upon it, he would have all Men to know 
and be ſaved. And therefore (as in V. I. 2.) Weuld 
have us all pray for all —= See No. XIV. 

| „ 
Son to be both. God Hdd da tor 


No. XIII. 1 Tim. VI. 15, 16. 


who 


The bleſſed and only Potentate and 
| only bath nene 

His alſo | TEM of ths Self-exiſtent Subſtance 

in the Pirfon of the Son! ſee above No. xi. 

And read the whole Paſlage in the —_— 


from v. 13. to v. 17. 


No. XIV. James II. 19. 


Tho believeſt that there is One God, thou 
doft well. 


R. Clark reads this Verſe thus, thow believeſt that 

God is one, thoy doſt well. Then it follows --- 
the Devils alſo believe and tremble. Which ſhews that 
a Faith in the Unity of God is not all that is neceſſary 
to our Salvation. It muſt proceed to the Perſons in 
the Trinity, as appears by the Tenor of the other 
Scriptures, For elſe there is no Propitiation for 
our Sins. 

He that makes this Projiciation is the ſame one 
God, elſe he could not have made it, See no. xii. 
to which add | 
All Derived Beings are Nu to each other in 

| this, that they all owe themſelves to their one firſt Cauſe. 
Now of thele it is ſaid, Pſ. 49. 7. No one redeeming 


can 


(67) | | 
can redeem his Brother, or pay the Price of bis Redem- 
a for bim, Therefore if we take Chriſt to be a 
erived Being, his Suffering for us will impeach 
the Juſtice of Gd. | | 
The Apoſtle inſiſts upon Works as well as Faith. 
Now the firſt Work is the believing in Jeſus Chriſt. 
—＋ VI. 29. Which beſides the Dependance upon 
is Satisfaction, includes an intire Obedience to his 
Laws. But without the firſt we cannot do the lat- 
ter, for till we are juſtified by Faith, we are under 


the Sentence of Death, due for Adam's Sin. 
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No. XV. lud. IV. 
Denying the only Lord God and our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt. ang 


His Particle and ſignifies in many Texts even ; 
Nor disjoining Two Subjects, but making the 


Words belong to One. It muſt do ſo in this Text. 


For the whole Tenor of the Epiſtle ſhews, it re- 
lates to them that deny Jeſus to be the Chriſt, not 
the Atheiſts, but the Antichriſtians. The Au- 
thor was an Apoſtle of the Circumciſion, and ſpeaks 


of ſuch Jews who oppoſed the Goſpel; and againſt 


them aſſerts Jeſus to be the God of Iſrael, Febowab, 
Elobim, and Adonaui, conſider d under each of his 
Glorious Titles. | 


F 2 


No. XVI. 


No, XVI. Jud. XXV. 
185 the Oy ly Wife God our, Saviour. 


” If FED; 


„„ 


HE Ti tle Savicur appropriates chis ro Chriſt 
Mat: 1. 1. | | ; ; 
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Ne. XVII. Rev. XV. 4. 
For thou only art Holy 


"HE Title Hei is in the Greek z, the ſame 
Word which a Seventy uſe, J. 55.3. where 
the Original is Cheſeds or Holy ones, referring both 
to the Deity and human, Nature in Chriſt. The 
Deity called Rab Cbeſed plenteois in Goodneſs, Exod. 
34- And the Manhood called ihe Hoh Ong that. could 
not ſee Corruption, PC. 16. Thus the Title Holy One 
is ſo in One Senſe confined to Chriſt, that it can- 
not be apply'd to any other Perſon ſave himſelf. 
And the whole Book-of the Revelation ſhews it 
is his Perſon, who is meant in this Place. ; 


d SECTION II. 
n IL 


Now to any impartial Reader it is ſubmitted, 
whether any one of the preceding Texts confine the 
 Ticle One or Only God to the Perſon of the Father, 
f6 as to exclude from it the Perſons of the Son and 
Spirit. And conſequently, whether alb the Propo- 


ſi. ions founded upon ſuch ſuppoſing Confinement of 
the Titles, are not falſe and unſcriptural. Now 
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Now the Paſfages out of the bene by which 
ar 


the Propoſitions pretended: hence deriv' 
— are but Two, © © | 
| The Firſt is in the Eighteench coe aſter 

Triairy Sunday, in which the Terms FATHER 
or SON are not uſed. It begins LORD we be- 
ſeech thee grant Grace, it conclades thr, Feſws Chriſt | 
our Lord, the ſame manner of Expreſſiem wich 
that of St. Paul to Titus, mentioned in the next 
Section. And therefore may be well enough 
confined to the Son, to Whom the New Teſtament 
in many Places appropriates Grace, the thing here 
prayed for, but cannot be confined to the Father 
excluſive of the Son, becauſe it is in Sctipture ap- 

ply'd to the Son. 1 Cor. 16. 23. 2 Cor. 13. 14. Gal. 


re luppor- 


6. 18. Phil. 4. 23. 1 The gt 28.- 2 Theſſ. 3. 16. Phllem. 


'25. Rev. 22, 21, In all which Places 25 Perfon 
of che Father is not named. And if we'cotifider 
the New Teftament Expreſſion, we find, the Title 
"Lord generally given to the Son; And that in the 
moſt Eminent Manner, "Rev. xix. t 3. 16:--- the Word 
of God is LORD "of LORDS. And - accor- 
dingly in the Nicene Creed, we profeſs dur Faith 
in Him the ONE (or onl ) LORD. 4 
II. The other Paſſage from the Liturgy is the 
firſt Clauſe of the Nicene Creed. I belitwe in one 
God the Father Almighty, && If we go on and 
"ur --- Makeof Heaven and Earth, and of "all Things 
Viſible and Irvifible, - And compare this with the belt 
5 of ou Church, that fays -— there is one <-= 
"God --- the Maker and Neef, be of all Things Viſible and 
Iv uiſible, and in the ' Unity of this God. head. there be 
"Three Perſon s of one Subſtance, Power, and Eternity, the 
Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, we muſt agree 


that the Term Father in this Creed is not taken per- 


ſonally, but eſſentially, to declare the tiue God the 
firſt Cauſe und Father of all Things, and the U nity 
Þ1 nor of this Perſon, but of the Subſtance. | 
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(99) _. | 
(2) The Subſtance. it ſelf is Perſonal; and upon 


| the firſt Notice thereof, the Perſonality of the Sub- 


ſtance occurs to ones Apprehenſion, without the 
Notice of either the Son or Spirit. And therefore 
this Perſonality bears the Name by which the Subſtance it 
ſelf is diſtinguiſbed, yet this will not confine the Sub- 


' Nance to his Perſon only, For in the Old Teſtament 


we never read the Term Father in any Place, where 
ic can be referred to the fir Perſon on Account of his 
Being the Father of the Son in the Trinity. But where- 
ever his Perſon is mentioned, he is called IEHO- 
VAH, which is the proper Title of the Subſtance. 
Afterwards when the Title GOD became ambi- 
guous, the Wiſdom of the Greeks who ſay nothing 
of the Trinity, call the Self-exifteht Subſtance b 

this Title Father, and God the Father, to denote his 
being Self- exiſtent, and the firſt Cauſe of all things. And 
before our Saviours coming, (of which more here- 


i1 and after in the next Section.) x To call the Self- 


exiſtent Being - God rhe Father and God the Father 
Almighty —and God --- the Maker of Heaven and Earth, 
without Relation co thy firſt Perſon in the Trinity, 
was as neceſlary to the Church, as to the wiſeſt a- 
mong the Heathen. For the Atheiſm or Polytheiſm 


of the Heathen muſt be firſt diſproved, before we 


can convert him to the Chriſtian Faith. He muſt 
firſt be convinced that he owes himſelf to God his 
Fat her and firf! Cauſe, who made all things, and that 


this ft Cauſe con be but one. This Foundation being 


laid, the Church goes on to teach the Convert the 
ſeveral Perſons, in whom this Self-exiſtent Being 


ſubſiſts. One Perſon is manifeſted as ſoon as the Sub- 


ſtance; And therefore admitted and called by the 
Name, by which the Subſtance it ſelf is tiled. But 
the other Perſons require further Diſcourſe for their 
Manifeſtation, of which See beneath § ii, But 
full as they are Perſons in tbe ſame ane Subſtance, 
they ate to be underſtood as contain d in this Title 82 
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Ear 

Ang if we ſhould not thus underſtand the Term, 
we ſhould contradict the Scriptures which fay ex- 
preſ'y y the Word of the. Lord were the cavens 
made, Pl. 33. 6. And the Spirit of God bath made me, 
Job 33. 4. And again, ch. 26, 13. BY or IN, 575 
Spirit be garniſhed the Heavens, So that the Word and 
Spirit are the Maker of all things. The Self. exiſtent 
Subſtance in the Perſons 1 the Son and 8 irit, 
which Perſons arg manifeſted in the followin arts 
of the Creed, is God Almighty the Maker of Hea- 
ren and arch, che N firſt Cauſe. 


\SECTI ON * 
Mlemb. III. i 
And. now ſince the Scripturs no. N fas "the 


Single Perſon of the Father is tbe Que or Only G but 
on the contrary ſays, the Sem and Spirit are that One 


=e and ſince the Church of England by that Term 


One God does underſtand The One ubſtance in 
Three Perſons, it follows that this Propoſition at 
the Head of this Section is Blaſphemy. againſt the Son 
and Spirit of God, and that che Propoſitions in his 
Second Part pretended to be founded upon this Pro- 
poſition, are, Hereſy. and Blaſphemy, Particular). 
Firſt ;-- Propoſition, The fir {that Tays One Perſon 
(which by a Reference to Propoſicion 12, and 6. is 
eie to yo the Father or firſt Perſon alone) is 
the. Author of all Being, and the Fountain of all 
Power. | 
This Propoſition i is. Blaſphem againſt the Son 


and Spirit. For the Subſtance. of the Deity ſubſi- 


ting in the Three Perſons is the Fountain A al 


1 ' wr. K . * J 
'# . 
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(2), 

=O The Note” upon Pr 
taken with the Propoſition it ſelf, and the Conclu⸗ 
fions thence deduced is alſo Blaſj phemy, So far as the 
whole make the Father ableisten Supreme Self. 
exiſtent, and Independent, and the Son and Spirit 
Subordinate, Derived, and depending. And here- 
in alſo Hereſy as doing this contrary to Scripture, 
7 birdly, The 73d Propoſition is falſe; for it pretends 
to be a, Concluſion from the Texts in this eation, 
from whence no ſuch thing can be concluded; but 
the contrary may be fairly concluded. The: Propo- 
ſition lays the Word God never figmifies more Perſons 
than one.” This Section makes the Word Lord of the 
ſame Signification wich the Word God. And in the 
ſame Text that Word ſignifies three Perſons in one Sub- 
ſtance. That we may not be too much beholden to 


Dr. Clark in his admitting the Univocallity of thoſe 


* God, and Lord, An Reader will remember 
tiginal is“! bach be Jehova, an Old Teſta- 
2 7 Term, which in the Greek of the New Tefta- 
ment 1s render'd + Ba {Mr 110.9 94:40 

Laſtly, The 3 Arretoten which is pretended 
to be founded on Propoſition” 9. is moſt norable.” It 
makes the Unity of che Monarchy of the'Univerſe 
to conſiſt! in this, viz: that there is hut e Authority 
x ek i 15 ). ori tn] in the Father, (but) derfvative in 
the Son, --- atid ſo One Power. 
| Beſides the exquiſite Accuracy wich which his 
Propoſſtion is drawn up, the Reader will obſerve ĩt 
cannot follow from the th Propoſition without be- 
i ng involved in che Blaſphemy and Hereſy thereof, 
If the Premiſes are Blaſphemy, the Conſequence 
Han be no other. 

The Exquiſite Accuracy i in this Propoſition is, 
that icthruſts into the Deity, all manner of Autho- 
Tity thar can derive ft Telf from God by any means 
whatever. For üll ſuch Authority is the Fathers 


rr“ 


 Rower derived to and — by Him that has it 5 | 
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(3). 
and by Conſequence ſuch Authority givgs the per- 
ſon that has it a Right to be Mae Ged. And yet 
the Holy Ghoſt tho acknowledged to have=this 
Authority, and to exerciſe it by Dr. Clark in his 
Book —— is not allowed to be fo ſtiled. | 
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TEE. Sesbnd Pbope des lend the Berſan d 
F the — in the nn Trinity, —— 60 
uſed. by way of Eminence and Supremncy, but as it Will 
—— — diſtinct Confitefarion of each Paſtage, 
the Doctor is very mach miſtaken berein. The Eminence 
and Supremacy he means, is not that of God over 
the Creatures, this no body denies, but it is a ſup- 
poſed Eminence and Supremacy of the Perſon of 
the Father above and over the Sen and Holy Ghaff. 
Which if it be not founded upon the Textꝭ in this 
Section, or in ſome other Part of the Bible, and if 
there be no ſuch Eminence and Supremacy in the 
Holy Trinity; This Propoſition and all thoſe that 
depend upon it will be Blaſpbemy againſt: the Perſons 
of the Son and Holy: Ghoſt. Therefore that this may. ap- 
pear," ſpall conſider each Text. NE > dann 
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No. XVIII. Mat. III. 16. 


ä 


Te Sp of God. 


THE Eminence and Supremacy in this Text is YT! 
| 43 aſcribed by Dr. Clark to the Perſon of the Fa- BSec 
ther over the Son and Holy Ghoſt, upon theſs Suppoſitions. | + 
(1) That the Term God being put abſolutely muff £; 
denote the Perſon of the Father. (2) That the Relation 
 imply'd in the Phraſe --- Spirit of God --- mu give 
an Eminence and Supremacy to bis Perſon over the Holy 
Ghef, but both chaſe Suppoſitions fail in this Text. 
For DNN (oa : y +9408 | 


1. (1) God put abſolutely in this very Phraſe is 
made ſynonymous with Chrif. Rom. viii. 9; And 
therefore in this Text ir may denote the Perſon of ile 
Sow. He has 7Two''Natures, that of God, and that of 
Auen; and the Spitit of the former may in this Text 
be ſaid'to deſcend upon tbe latter. 
(a) And his I tale to be ſo. For:the Text is Part 
of che Hiſtory of the Completion of that Prophecy 
in 1/aieb xlii. 1. Babold my Servant whom 1 uphold -+- 
I bave put my Spirit upon him. The Word render d 
Servant, is in the Sepruagint render d by a Word 
confined to the human Nature of Chriſt in the New 
Teſtament, St. Lak. ch. 2. 40. And this Verſion of I 
the Septuagint in this Text is made Authentick by 
the uſe thereof in the Greek of St. Marthew,' ch. xii. 
18. And the Perſon in the Trinity who pit this 
Spirit upon the human Nature of . Chrift, is the 
Perſon who upboldt that human Nature. Now it is 
not the Perſon of the Father, but of the Sen, who 


be 
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(75 | 
holds the human Nature of Chrift : The buman Nature 


227 no Subſiſt ence of its own, but ſubſiſfteth in the Perſon 
if the Son. It was not the Ser vam, but the form of the 


Servant, Which the Son took upon him, Phil. 2. Not 
2 Perſon in the form but the very form it ſelf, And 
this Aſſumptjon of our Nature into his Perſon is 
the upbolding. "arch The Eternal Word is the vat 
ceors the Us older of the human Nature. And 
therefore ſince the Spirit of God in this Text is the 
Spirit of Fehovab, this Upholder of our Nature; 
This Febovab is the Self-exiftent Subſtance in the Som or 
Second Perſon. Nr . 

2. If this were not ſo, yet even then the Relation 
inpiy d in the Phraſe ---» SPIRIT OF GOD - 
give m0 Eminence on the one fide, or Subordination on the 
her, till the Spirit is proved to be 4 derived Sub- 
fance diſt ind from the Father, which is the thing to 
be proved. For if the Spirit is the ſame Self. exiſtent 
dubſtance with the Father, chis Relation muſt be 
underſtood. confifent with the Nature of the Subſtance. 
And. fince that Nature does not admit any Imper- 
ſection, it will follow: there can be no, Supremacy. and 
Subordination in this Relation of theſe Na Penſows. (of 
which more in the next Paſlage) Therefore this 
Second Suppdlition of Dr. Clarks i: 4 Fabacy is Logic 
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called Begging the Queſtion, 
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| W EONNG and Supremacy in this Text al 

in the laft preceding is aſcribed#by Dr. Clan 
to the Perſon of the Father upon 'theſe Two Ip 
"poſitions. (1) That the Title Living God is tbe prev 
"liar Title of the Fathers Perſon," excluſive of the"Perſonf 


f | 24 
of -+he Son and Holy Ghoſt. 2. That the Relation decla nec 
red in the Term. SON does im ly a Supremacy, in ie 


"Father, and a Subordination in-the Son, ounded upO 
this, that the Son derives his Being from the Father, (led. 
his Doctrine page 304.) both which, Suppoſitions a bu 

falſe. For elk, a, $91: & 1 25 11-212. a 
1. The Title Living God is aſcribed to the Son 
the New Teſtament. The Church which is put 
chasd with the Blbod of Chriſt, A, xx. 28. an 
is therefore: his; is called the Cbareh of rhe Lias 
God, 1 Tim. Ii i. The Spirit of Chriſt, Rom. vin. . 
is the Spirit of the Living God, 2 Cor. 3. 2. Ane 
Chriſt whom Dr. Clark agrees, is called God, tile 
| himſelf 3 C0, Rev. 1. 17. which the Doctor inter 
prets to ſignify, be Living One. (no. 667) So tha 
the Title Living God cannot be appropriated to tha 
Perſon of the Father, till it is proved (1) to be 
Title of the Self-exiſtent Subſtance, and (2) that 
that Subſtance ſubſiſts only in his Perſon. The Fill 
of which is agreed, but the latter is the thing to | 
proved. This Suppoſition therefore depends upo 
the Fallacy of begging the Queſtion, For it the Son 1 
* - th 


{ 
ne 


(77) 

the ſame Self-exiſtent Subſtance with the Father, "then 
the Title Living God will be his Title alſo, and tlie 
Phraſe will be the ſame with this, --- :he Son or Se- 


- _—__— 
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2, 


dence on one ſide, or Subordination on the other. 
for if the Son is the Selfehiſtent or Eving Subſtancd, 
: will follow that he muff de perfeck in all Rel⸗ 
xs, and conſèquemtly not ſubordinate; But the 
Relation” of Father and Son miſt be underftood 
upoctonfiſtent with a moſt perfect Equality. So that 
5 {ca the ſecond Suppoſſtion upon 'which the Doctor 
ns aeBlourids his Explanation of this Text, the Argument, 
„ fallacious, as in the firſt Suppoſition, and both of 
don inem fallacious ag that of the preceding Ter. 
par N. B. It is reaſonable to 1 Error pro 
os a1 Meds from a Compariſon of this'Phraſe Son of Of 2 
Liaungeith this Phraſe Son of Man. And therefore it may 
n e proper in this Place to make a Compariſon of both. 
Ane by which we may alſo diſcover wherber the Dockrine 
UileW- he Trimy can be manifeſted by the ' Light of Nature. 
AMCTHherefore I ſhall ask leave ſo to do,” altho" it be 
o thaF ore than the Nature of che Argument may re- 
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Of the | Knowledge of the Triniiy, by the Ligh 
of Nature, of 


5 1 


HE Knowledge of God by the Light 0 
Nature is attain d by conſidering (1) Go 
us the Cauſe and Created Nature, as the Effect and (2 
Removing from this Conſideration all things that am un 
the proper Efte of this Cauſe, and (Laſt) confiderin 
this Cauſe as infinitely perfect. This readily ſuggeſts th 
Self-exiſkent Nature and Attributes of God. Viz. The U 
nity, Fuſtice, Power, Goodneſs, Wiſdqm, and Perſonilit 
of the Self-exiſtent Subſtance. And a cloſe Attention te 
e Perfe&ions of human Nature will further mani 
feſt 4 Trinity of. Perſons in that Unity of Subſtance. 
(1) The Subſtance.of Man may ſubſet in One or mor, 
Perſons ; It ſubſiſted in Ore before Ewe was Created 
then in Two, ſince. then in many: Therefore t 
Subſtance of God may ſulſiſ in more Perſons than One 
(2) The. Imperfectiont of this Subſitence-of Man's Nature 
in more than One Perſon. are theſe, (among others) fir 
it cannot ſo ſubſift without dividing it ſelf, ſo that ear 
Perſon. 4 diſtin Snbſtance from the other. The Sut 
ſtance of Eve tho taken from Adam, is not an 
| longer the Subſtance of Adam. Now this Diſtin 
ction of the Subſtance is owing to the Finitenels 
of the Nature thereof. It cannot ſubſiſt in Tuc 
Perſons without taking from the one, and giving 
to the other. But this Finiteneſs of the Nature of 
Man is not an Effect of God. And therefore as we 
cannot fay God is finite, becauſe Man is finite, ic 
1 we 
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(79) 
we cannot ſay the Subfance of Cod cannot uf is © 
more Perſons tban One without dividing, becauſe the 
Subſtance of Man cannot thus ſubſiſt without di- 
viding it ſelf. 24+ 4 u t „e 
To make this plain, becauſe a great deal de- 
depends upon it [1] As the Poverty of Lazarus was 
not the Effect of the Wealth of Dives, ſuppoſing Dives 
Riches well gotten, or not got from him, ſo rhe 
Finiteneſs of Nature in the Cyoature is not the Effet of 
the Creator. (2) If Dives had been Good, and gi- 
ven the Poor Man One Hundred Pounds or more; 
ol in ſuch Cafe, Tbe Riches of Lazarus would bave beem 
ing to tbe Bounty f Dives : So whatever Good or 
Perfection tho Creature bath, in "wholly owing to rhe 
Beasty of bis Creator. [3] As Dives could not have 
ng given any thing to Laxarus, unteſs he himſelf frf 
il bad it to gives do whatever Good er Perfection we find 
UY in the Creature, muſt firſt baue been in the Creator. 
[4] As the One HundredyPgund'given to Laa, 
way juſtly raife in bis Mind Sides, that the Wealth of 
Dives ir immenſe, but cannot diſpoſe him to think 
that Dives was worth no more, than that Sum which 
Ie he parted with to him: So tg Finiteneſs or Limit a- 
tion of any Good. or Perfection inthe Ureature is n A- 
gument, that the Perfuctions in the Creator are ſo limitad, 
but on the contrary, the Perfection is ſelf in the Creature 
muſt raiſe in "our Mind: an Idea ef the Immenſity of 
the ſam Perfection in the Creator. And now to ap- 
ply this. | W = "I PL 2 HY ee eee * 
Tho it be true, that Crate Perſanal Salſtance can- 
not ſubſiſt in more Perſons than one, without dividing tbe 
Subſtance ; And tho it be alſo true, that ihe Unerea- - 
wel e Perſonal Subſtance f God cannot be divided into 
508 Parte; Yet * will not follow, that The! byfenite 
| Subſtance cannot ſub al in more Perjons than owe: The 
I Incapacity of Perſonal Subſtance thus to ſubſiſt 
muſt be placed to the Account f the Finizeneſt of 
the Natare of it, and cannot be ** 


* 


j * ; 


(ao)? 
in the Caſe juſt now mentioned, Ir. v not: ing 
10 the! Rownty of Dives, that Lazarus 2 wotthyng 
More than One Hundred "Pounds ;. But this Boundary of 
the Wealth of Lazarus, is to be put to the \ Account\of 
— Freren under which: he labcur d:till he -came to Di- 
da the Incapacity of Perſonal Created Sub- 
— to ſubſiſt 1 15 more Perſons: than One . with- 
out dividing it ſelf, is not the Effect of the Cren- 
tor, and cannot be the. Foundation of an Argument con- 
cerning him, Therefore the Light of Nature, does not 
forbid cur further Inquirg.n' 1 80d 20 
(2) (1) If we conſider. the Perfeitions, 'of ; Tn 

Nature, we find this to be One, via. ibe Begett ing his | 
Lite. This is a Perfection, for it; was given to 
Adam in Paradice, and is an Effect of God. There: 
fore ſince every thing in the Effect is firſt in the 
Cauſe, ic muſt be granted that there is in God this 
Perfection of Begetting his Like. (29 Hence remove 
the Imperfections of h Generation 5 „5 ; 
this in Man is Arbitra and depends. his Will, 
and may therefore be fuperceded, which proves the 

Arbitrarineſs to be an Anperſedions. 'Stcondly, this | 
Generation mult be wen;fo/d in Man, to ſuſtain he 
Species againſt the many . Infirmities thereof, which: 
proves this Multiplication of Likeneſs: tobe foun- 
ded: in the Imperfettion, of be Nature of Aan; And the 

fame is dad proved in this, That Unity is not re- 
Preſented by more than One. Thirdly, Ren 
in Man is the Manifeſtation of a e, that till. then 
lay hid in the Perſon of the 2.5 iſo that the Son is a 
24 Perſon after the Father. Laſtly, (to name no more) it is 
TIME one Part. of the Subſtance of rh Father, that in this Ge- 
; meration {ubſiſts in the Perſon. of the Son. Now remove 
theſe Imperfections, as being not Effects of God, 
and conſider God as Infinite in, all his Perfections, 
and then we find by the Light of Nature, Tbat God 
the Self-exiſtent Subſ oneny which we have already diſ- 
| cover d to. be Perſonal, does (1) by Neceſſi of l 
* Naturt 


* 


689 
Nature (2) beget its qun Likeneſs in one; ce n 
by ſubſiſting in a 8 (3). eternal and (4 
off 2boky without dividing it ſelf. And from whole 
it is manifeſt; that there can be no Supremacy and 
Di- Subordination in chis.-Relation of Father Py on. 
be For the Foundation of the dubordination ol che Son 
to the Father in human Generation, depends upon 
en- the Arbitrarineſs of the Generation, and the Diſtinttion = 


the 


con. i of the Subſtance; It was in the Power of the 1 
to have neglected his Generative Faculty, and then 
the Son had never been. Hence it is rightly ſaid, the 


+» 


not 
43" 
was | Son of Man owes his Being to the goo Will of his Fas 


bs, ther. Then the Diſfinction of Subſtance in Father 
% and Son requires a Supremacy and Subordination 


wes to prevent Confuſion ; And the Derivation, of the 
the Son places, this Supremacy in the Father. But theſe 
this | Imperfe&ions do not proceed from God, and there- 
ove: fore cannot be ſaid to be in the Relation of Fathes 
and Son in che Self- exiſtent Subſtance. On the 
ill, | contrary, fince we have diſcover d the Subſtance of 
the © the Son to be the ſame Numerical Subſtance as that 
this WY of the Father, neceſſary, wholly, and eternally ſubſiſting in 
the 4 Second Perſon, It follows, chat the Father and Son 
ich i the Moſt Holy Trinity are Perſons perf. ly equal. Nine 
un- greater or leſs than another. nr. 
the (j) N. B. In this compariſon We muſt always be 
re- Careful to avoid, one Fundamental Etror, that of 
ion ſuppoſing be Self-cxiftent Subſtance cannot [ubſilt, at 
ben once in Two or more Perſons without 2 it hf 
| is a Negative. Propoſition , and Rational Men arg _ 
eareful of Negative Propoſitions. It is a, Ng, 
Harne, concerning an Infinite Subject, whole. vemoſt 
1175 and Perfections will be Imploynſent for 
our Underſtanding to all Ecernity. If it 1 
Propoſition. cbncerning an Infinite Subject, founard. upon A 
PH manner of arguing fm an Ef:& of one Cinſe 
fo. anather Cauſe; of which 1t if yot the Effect. Lali: 
Thy, Negative Proprion concerning, an Nu Sober 
| * * 
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VS (82) RE 
ded jon 4 fallacious manner of Argumentation, 5 
. — it to interpret the Janie Wor 4 
Seripture, in Two Diſtinct and contrary Senſe: ; Au 
deny and affirm the fame Property, #0 the ſame Petſoh, 
F. G. The Term Living God in the Text, No. xi. 
when taken by Dr. Clark, for the Title of the Fa- 
ther is explain'd by him to prove the Father to he the 
| Self. :xiftent Subſtance. And yet the ſame Terms bein 
fpoken of the Son, are explain'd by Dr. Clark, (in h 
Doctrine, No. 535. and 667.) ſo as to be compatible 
with his aſlerting the Son to be derived, and not the 
Self-exiſtent Subſtance. Again, The Property of ii 
is by Dr. Clark confined 0 the Perſon of the Father, (His 
Doctrine page 264.) And yet the Titles of the — 1 
exiſtent Subſtance Which the Revelations, are conh- 
ned to a Viſible Perſon, are by Dr. Clark made the pe- 
duliar Titles of the Fathers Perſon. So likewiſe the 
Original and Unde3ived Power which is Natural in this 
Selfrexiſtent Subſt ance, and by Dr. Clark confined to 
the Perſon of the Father, is explain'd by him to be 
fignified by Words expreſly declaring it 20 be derived 
amd received from another, Rev. xi. 19. apply'd N. 
427, and 525. Becauſe the Perſon who there is ſaid 
to have reoei d that Power, has the Attributes of the 
Self-exiſtent Subſtance. So alſo the Being dur Temple, 
which is the peculiar Office of Chriſt as Mediator, 
and accordingly claimed by him, Fob. 2. 19. and 
admitted by Dr. Clark in his 46th Propoſition, is 
notwithſtanding aſcribed by the ſame Dr. Clark to 
the Perſon of the Father, Rev. 21. 22. No. 440. in 
a Text, where the Attributes or Titles of the Self- 
exiſtent Subſtance are aſcribed to bim who is out 
Temple. So the Worſhip expreſſed in one Word, and 
in the fame Clauſe, as Dr. Clark thinks of the Fa- 
ther and the Son, as we ſhall note hereafter, is not- 
withſtanding explain'd in Two contrary Senſes. 
Nay, I may add the ſingular Number of the Relavive 
„where the Antecedent'is as he chinks the Titles 4 
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cord inthe inſpired Author; and the Adjedive in wap 
Singular Number and Maſculine Gender eiplaig' 
+ Ma ny more Inftatces might be given of the Per- 
plexities in . — this Propoſition tbr the Self-exiſtent 
involve him, which therefore 1 hope will not 1 
longer be inſiſted upon. g 
an? ance in Two FN 
| then | 
— 
his may auchorife our Tnquit 
in order. to find wher 
The in Men. is by Solos * aſſerted to be 
i common to Man, ab to rational 1 
ne? 1 And made common t ite alſo, it is 
fes the Kae Soul Nen e e to. b 
then it Will be that which * fo peri ths 
ration of the Almighty. (ch. 31. che 
Soul, oor Spirit, will be the 7. Three b Parti 
human Nature. 
we may That there is in Man 4 Spirit 
which it the BA of God; And therefore God ald 
Spicit. Let us call char the Spiri Mas, aud this 
will be THE, SPIRIT OF GOD. en the Iimper- 


= den One Perſon ;-aþaitft his own Ru Ir), 
Subſtance, CANNOT ſubſif in more than One Perſon do 
(4) Having thas aged the 5 Sub 
of God with : Spirit 
— ſt A Third Perſon in the ferry rom bene 
And if jr be the Breath | Lie mentioned i 
ae thoſe Awirnals be have wat a Rational Soul: 
Things often mentioned by St. aa, and called 7 5 
Now tho this ſhould not be owl, yet 05 
who is the Cauſe of this Spirit in Men, hath 4 
* n © Man mat be We 


* | N 
—— wich ce. V vn. 15. 


. &. 1 
F | 
* : 
_y 
*, 


% \ . 


Cu), 


Namely, '(3) That ir owes'its Being to a firſt Cauſe; 


(2) That it is of a finite Nature; (3) That is not's 
Perſon but with the other Conſtituents whether on- 
. Body and Soul makes up the Perſon of the 
Man; For theſe Imperfections are nor the Effedts of 


And thus it will appear. by the Light of Nature, 
that the. Spirit of God IS, and is (1): Self-exiſtent (2) 
Infinitely Perfect and (3) a Real Perſon, Which may be 
thus expreſſed in the Language of the Orthodox 
The Self: exiſtent Subſtance by Neceſſity of Nature doth 
254 ia ſubſiſt in a Thitd Perſon, which it the Holy 
(6) They who delight in the Study of God and 
Nature, may be deſſred to ſay, whether their utmiſt 
Reſearches have munifeſted any Foundation! for afferting 
any other \Perſon beſides theſe Three in tbe Self-exiſtent 
Subſtance, and whether there is not ſufficient Foundation 
for what I. have offered. 48 A r re 
It cannot follow that the Subſtance or Nature thus 
ſubſiſting in Ibree Perſons, is a f,urth thing dißinct | 
any of the Three, For the human Nature ſubfilting 
in the Perſons of Adam and Seth, may be ſpoken of 


(7) The Intellectual Faculties of human Nature 
Cannot apprehend more than one Diſtint Notice of any 


9 
o 


the ſeveral Perſons in the moſt Holy Trinity, muſt 
be received one after another. And if we keep ſuch 
Qcder in our Apprehenſion, as the diſtinct Mani- 
feſtation of them may require, the Notice of that Per- 
ſon which comes diredly will be firſt. Such is the No- 
riee of the Subſtancè it ſelf and of the Perſonalicy 
thereof, without the Conſideration of the Genera- 


* * 


. PER 
= 8 * 


God, Then conſider the Cauſe as it is infinite; 


as ſub/iting in both their Perſons; and yet it will de 
abſurd to ſay, this would ſuppoſe the human Na- 
955 e tobe a Third Thing, diſtin from Adam and from 


thing at once. And therefore the Diſtinct Notices of 
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tion of i it's: Likeneſs, or of the bis of its 

Spirit. And becauſe the Self exiſtent Subſtance. Whe- 

4 : rnd in one or more Perſons is the frft Cauſe of all 

— Tos” And therefore the Term Father has by the 
om of all Nations been be Title of this Sulſtance, 

77 ers cannot be conſidet d as abſtracted" from its 


2 Perſonality; Therefore by.the-Light of Nature we 
2 may be authoriſed to ſtile the Go Perſon ---- THE 
9 FATHER, alths' that Term ſhould not expreſs tbe Rela- 
e tion between the Perſont in the Trinity, 1 Next after 
4 the direct Notice of the Subftants and its Perfona- 
7 lity, we are diſpoſed by an gttentive View ofyour 
ly own Perfections, to entertain the Notice of the Self- 
Y exiſtent Subſtance, as ſubſiſting in the Perſon of the 
d Son, who may therefore be' ſtiled the ſecond Perſon, 
f {3]- And in the Third Place we. conſider the Energy 
g or Powers of acting in the Perſon; And therefore 
1 may ſtile the Holy Ghoft rbe Third Perf, on. Bus this 
1 Order is wholly owing to the Inrapacity of our Intellect, 
* fer upon 4 due Nolde, of the Nature of the Self. 


* exits Subſtance, and of the Eternal and Natural Ne- 
* ceſſuty of all the Three Fubſiſtings, we are convinced there 
5 is no firſt, or ſecond, or third. None is afore dr after 
ff other, but 'the whole Three Perſons are Co-eternal together. 
* af 8) This Reflection, viz. that both firſt and ſe- 
[= cond Perſons. a& by the third, (as the Man by his 
1 Spirit) reaches us to ſtile the Holy Ghoſt by this 
Title ---- the Spirit % / the Father. and the Son. And 
again, becauſe the Subſtance is eternally ſubſiſting 
in all the Perſons, it muſt be ſaid the Spitit prilcece 
deth from the Father and the Son. | 

. (9) And this. Doctrine is confiſtent, firſt; with the 
Attributes of God, as manifeſted by the Light of Rea- 
ſon, [1] The — Simplicity of his Nature is not | 
contradifted. . Far this Doctrine all along founds it 
ſelf upon this, that the Self. exiſtent Subſtance i is but 
one 1 s 8 
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by Revelation to ade 7 infortied of 
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7 The 1 Fe, 2975 Power, of e of God © 
are nv way a y this Dodrine, till we come”. 
e Satisfacti 
made fcr our Sin, and then theſe divine Dogg 
are ſa many Proofs of the Truth of this Docttin 


(ſee above pokes 28.) And tho' Natural Reaſon cit 
pot diſcover the means by which the Juſtice of God 
will be ſarisfy'd for Sin, it ſufficiently doth mani=" 
Fest, that wathout ſome Satisfaction mad: for! 11 by another, 


imuſt 0 Neeefſi.y iſh for ever. 
12 2/y, This Boch ns s conſiſtent with Naturtt 


ae as will appear under A next Ohle 


1 ech This Docttine i intelligible. Hupen Un.” | 


diſtinckly wk | 


derianding 165 apprehend it [1] 


U 0 elchry. f he Tnfinice chene is he 
diſtinguiſſied en from ſinite Subſtance than 3 
waz before this Notice thereof was'a 


now appears to ſabſiſt in Three Perfons, whereas 


Finite Subſtance can ſubſiſt but in One: Then the 


feveral Perſons wherein this Subſtanee doth ſubſiſt, 
are clearly diſtinguiſbt from all ot ber Perſons, whow 


rhe Infinite Subſance-doth, not ſulfeft, and ave alſo diftin-' 


guiſht From each other. The Only Begotten 8 n, the 


Expreſs Image is not that Perſon of whom be is the 


Expreſs Image. The Spirit of the Father and the 


don is a Real Perſon, and diſtinct from the Father 


and che- Son, 2 And the moſt: clear Knowled 
of which our Finite earch. is capable, terminates! 


the Knowledge of the Diſtin&ion of one thing from 
enother :: For as to all the Properties of an thing 

the utmoſt Diligence has not been able to 'ſee thro 
them. If any thing could be perfeatly underſtood, 


one 'would expect it tobe Gold if without us, or 


dur own Nature if within us- And yet there is — 
. one ching in Gold, by which it can A „ 


Known, that is the Incombiiſtibleneſs thereof ; 
dds one " is not thtoughiy known. We Ars 
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chended. N 
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Ow 9. * 
it in ſe, but how it Se 
So in our own Nature we know our So 
material, our Bodies material. But how * 
comes to act upon that which is Immaterial, and 
yet ſtill remain ſybje& theceunts; or how it comes 
to paſs that that Which is immaterial, and cannot 
be ſubdued by matter, ſhould ne vercheleſs not ta 
capable * acting withaut that nach, is. material; 
this is a ſecret and will remain 2 0 we come. 

to be Spirits made pecle. | d yer his 8 40 8 


that 8 Man from due EY 6 ons hapd 


and from Angel on the oth + > 9 all gur 
Knowled ge terminates in a Knowledg 
voy : ee ren "IE b . that 
ot 77 ing, hut the 
2 roperty is not 
be moft Part remain; 
92 4 . we 


Any — Meg. to 5 gl. 1 4 
ion, becauie £ are ay e. us 
the manner of the ball o Inf | 


Subſtance in The Diflin& Perſons 32 


= the — it {elf is not therefore unintellig ls, 
is proved to be actually ſo and we have a 


Notice þ- 3mm and as clear as * any 1 00 


— and more Clear ik hg, rr 1 
the Subject be conſider d. 
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Subſlance. of God, may be manifeſted 
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3. Fus upon a dne Compariſon of the Phraſes 
Son of God and Spirit of God, with the 
_ ** Phraſes Son of Man and Spirit of Man: It 
is evident that -no Supremacy or Eminence can be in an 
of the Perſons of the moſt Holy Trinity, over any of 'the 
tber Perſons therein. None is greater or leſs than an- 
other, but the whole Three Perſons are --- together 
£o-equal. That which we believe of the Glory of 
the Father, the ſame we believe of the Son and 
Holy Ghoſt wjthout Difference or Inequality. 
*-4. And it is alſo 'manifeſt that my Author no- 
ted above in this Tract (page 9) if he had ſo 
)leaſed, might have found rhe ſingle Expreſſion Son 
5 God to. he proof of ſomething in God analagous to 

enerati:n in Man, as far as the Natures are in 
themſelves _halogovy GUT: et $17 2/04 34 6 GPA 
F. Hence it is further undeniably proved, that 
Generation when apply d to God, fignifies literally Be- 
Lerting, and that Ozly Begotten does alſo literally denote 
Numerital Unity of this Generation. But neither 
'theſe Phraſes are expreſſive of Derivation of Be- 
ing from God. But for this we need not have Re- 
cCoufſe tp the Light of Nature, for upon the moſt 
accurate Compatiſon of the Phraſes when apphy d 
to Soc wich the ſame Phraſes, When apply d to 
Man in Seripture, the thing is.» moſt. manifeſt. 
Thus the Word uſed, (Pf. 2.7.) to denote Genera- 
tion in God, is uſed (Gen. 5. 3.) to expreſs Genera- 
dien in May, and is (there) gxplain'd- to denote a 
Detivation of Image and :Likeneſs, and by the Tenor 
of the Scripture confined to that alone. For as 
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5 | 
Earth, 4 17. 26. And as Levi the Son & OY 
'- Wwas actually exiſting in the Loyns of Abraham, before 
ac the Father of Jacob, the Father of Levi Was 
born, Heb;7. 10. It muſt be allowed that Levi x63 
ceived from his Father Facob, not his Being but the par- 
ticular *Manifeſtation of 'bis Perſon. And this is he! 


proper Engliſh"of that Hebrew Word Demuth ren- 


cinab, or Viſible Appearan 
which he converſed with Adam and the Patriarchs, 


. ad 3.5 A 7. 


Learned a Man'as Dr. Clark ſhould: affirm, that Ge- 


DD a” WW. 5173 
<-> * * Ps iy wg” 4 
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manner, 'as thereby to be dies mop from "amother B 


vens and the Earth may be ſaid to be be 


even Matter itſelf-and what ever elſe has its 
immediately from God, # according to tb Notion 
Dr. Clarks, be only Be 
Articie vf our B 


— will be in Feopardy, nei- 
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der'd 'Likeneſs, Gen. 5. 3. For it is uſed to expreſs - 
(not the Likeneſs but) the particular Manifeſtatiom 
of the Perſon of the Son of God, Exzek. 1, 28. Thi: 
was the Appearance of Demuth the diſtinet Manifefta- 
tion of the Glory of the Lord; Speaking of the $he- 
of the Son of. God, in 


and Moſes and the Prophets, as many Citations Fon 


be Furbert in Pr. Clark's Book do © ſufficiently prove. 
And therefore it is much to be admired, that ſo 


neration when apply'd to God 'fignifies on 7 K S 


and in al immediate Derivation of 
himſelf,” and th or ly begorten'does 1 5 425 77 
derived from the Father ; in a ſing and, jnconceivabl 


(page 272 of his Doctrine) For this is not only 
proved falſe by che Scriprures, and by the Lighe 
of Nature, but according to this Notion,” the Hea- 


gotten, 
And, Ae e and nd whole e DErall 
Beings W individual Perſons were at once 
created; and every Perſon in each Species, and 


ten Son of Gad, and nk 


ther can the Te Sm en lager gd Nt | 
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Till Lin aich my Colle gion of coripearo bach 
ges from the Old and New Teſtament, immediately 
relating to the Doctrine of the ever bleſſed Trinivyy 
It is adviſcable to forbear the further diſtin Con- 
ſideration of Dr. Clar#s Book, to prevent the Re- 
petitions that muſt be neceſſary if this laſt Part of 
my Work ſhould go before the other. Therefore 
I ſhall only at preſent propoſe to the Reader a 
few Obſervations, by which he may proceed ſo far 
in this Inquiry, as may enable him to determin, 
whether the Propoſitions are not without Foundation 
in Scripture; And are not blaſphemows,”' fo far ad 
they take away from the Son and Spirit their dus 
Henour; and Heretical, fo far as they oppoſe che true 
Faith once to the Saints delivered. 
1.1 qu) one thro" the firſt Selliow of wks Fl 
8 er, and ſhewh that the Terms Que end Cold 
e Title of the Self-exiftent Subſtence, and 
80 3 Three Ways wy ad the — 
ſubſiſteth in all the Perſons, No. I. No. II. No. III. 
No. V. No. XIV. And {2} that this Title is aſcri» 
bed to the Subſtance, & ſubſifing is the: Perſon of tha 
SON. No. IV. No. VI. No. VII. No. VIII. No. IN 
No. XI. No. XII. _ XIII. No. XV. No. XVI 
No. XVII. And Lash, that it is the Title of the 
ſame Subſtance, as 4 5 bfferh in the Perſon of the pi 
ale No. X. b — therefore in thoſe 
and 


$ is this, There is one Living” and True Gude 

the Unity: of this Godbead tere be THREE 
PERSONS OF ONE | Numerical} SUBSTANCE 
Power and Eternity, the Fathe#, the Son, andthe Hag 
Ghoſt. Or thus, The Cable Faith 45 that we wore 
ſhip. ONE GOD 1N-TRINITY, AND" TRINITY-1N 
UNITY, neither confounding the Perſons, or dividing the; 
Saane, for” there bs one Perfon of the 0 ano! 
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— the Sow, Aber 4 
AD of the F 
— ALL "ONE: 07 2 
ely Wt Cauſe as being 
yy uſe of all things, and fi 1 
= the Father, and 855 17 Perſon « 
2-7 Feſar Chriſt the 
t of Wubfance 91h the Father, Sec in the 
ore 2 the Lord and Sue of Life, Tor” 
r 3 al inde Gr ns — Ole 
Far ou Cor Suprama 


— — — ee and of! 
8 ere ee eee 
28 ſrrond Sele 1 have began to ſhew; 
hat the Eminence and Supremacy in the Title GOD, 
abſolutely ic \ not einfined to the Perſen but. 10 THE 
BSTANOE. - It doth not give any 
one Perſon in the Holy Trinity over another, but 
all the Three; over all Created Nature. The firſt of 
ale, in N. WII 4 
ed to the Perſon 
ar in No. . 


pirit an Ns. he Til s and from the Son (in Ne « 
IX.) And therefore we may affirm ſuch Contra. 4 
;iftinaion is no- ſafe rule to determin our Faith 2 
or the Term GOD may ſignify: che Sul ſtance, and 


Sen or Spirit denote the Perſon in 
dem that Subſtance doth 2 cock lu, all i te may fig 


4 
# > 


B Aeli 


9 
== 


nth n 
1th the Heavens alone, that readeti 2 the 45 
* faf Where the Term n LOKD is ſpoken 


- . 
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that of Jobn 1. 3. All Thing. were mud by His th 


ſpread abroad the Earth by Himſelf. Thus alſe 


j | AvrafasNr 
Mat. 26. H 


iced by che Title 60D, ; the | Self-exi 


* 


9 2 

; * 94 5 | FI 
the Sub ftance in all the Three Perſons. + Otherwiſe.the 
Text would contradict that af. M 330 C. Bycrk 
Word of the Lord were the - Heawent made and wihel 
Ho#t tbem by ous it, (See above page 49%): Andi 


Word or Son): rein of Fob 33. 5. The Spirit: 
God hath made me. None of which are intelligible 
conſiſtent with the taking the Term LORD in che 
Prophet for che:Porſon-of the Further, ha cannot bell 
ſaid. to bade made tbe Heaben Alone, and to ba 


t. Luke uſed the ſame Term: LORD for the Sub 
ſtance ſubſiſting in the Perſons of the Father, Son 
and Holy Ghoſt; Act. x. 48. And thus the Ter 
GOD moſt evidently henifics 3 in that of Adds vin 36 
The. Right Hand of: GOD ar which Feſes tas fe 
zo fand. For I have proved the Perſon next: gc 
whoſe Right Hand Jeſus. now ſtands, is the Perſon 
the Holy Gboſt, (ſee page 2. Note (d). 5 To which; * 
L2] che Three Perks ons are Repreſented to out- f 
nite Underſtanding as upon One Tbrone, the Fathe 
at the left hand, the Son at his right band, and t 
Holy Ghoſt at the right hand of che Son, as I-ſhal 
oven: immediately. This Seſſion ais according 

Clark.the ſupreme Power (bee bis Dos No, 34 
The Subſtance in this Trinity is 5 Harter gy 
Father Almigbty ur ſupreme over all. 50 In this fa 
A preme Glory the Sun offers: bimſelf thr the Spirif 
dye for an. Heb: ix. 14. Thus bumbling himſelf, 
taking : upon. Him the Form of a Seruant, Phil. ii. Thi N. 
Oblation' being accepted, the Holy Ghoſt the 
whom it was made returns the Anſwer, in Pſ. Lic 
1. — Sit thou at my Rigbt Hand: In a Place Inferie 

0: the; Three. upon the: Throne. Which Three are all 


ſtent Subſftan 
ſubfiping in Three Perſons," the One Ged the Father Al 


mighty, at hoſe Right-Hand rhe. Mediator e 
20 . 24 JADA 1 ode n e 


* 
* * . 
4 K 
p * 
" 
N 1 * p 
- 1 
- „ 
* bo 4 — 
1 42 . * 


| 4-4 
2 (2): ThaticheLxf Hand upon this Throne. the highs 
Place, I take to be. ſufficiently. manifeſt from 
he Nature of the. Throne; and of tbe "Perſons tbeteom 
W/-ces,.\ LI] It: as not a ſubſtantial but a purely Syir;- 
l or rather Mental; braut. For — of-thie 
father 1s: never ſaid ro e. VI Viſille, neither that of rhe 
on or Holy Ghoſt; fu than. as rhe Hol Aber ft & Vice- 
rent of tbe Sos, and as che Son is in his Character 
ef Mediator, which is an —— belon- 
ing to che Son, not as hei ig upon the Throne, 
but at the Right Hand of the Holy Ghoſt; the Per- 
ſon who ſits at the Extremiry! the Right Hand 
End of the Throne [z] In our Apprehenſion of 
ge meſe Three Perſons upon this ſupreme Throne, the. 
irt Notice is of: Him who comes directly to dur 
Underſtanding, and that Perſon being the Perſon 
of the Father, : as proved aboved (p) We rightly 
place his Perſon àgainſt ouf own Right Hand as 
deing rhe: fut Perſon: that offers to our Conſideru- 
tion. [z] The Natural Trace of our own * 
henſion leads us to conſider rhe: Sun in the ſecond, a 
the Holy Gboſf in ube third: Place, (ſee above page — 
1 Now if we take: theſe in tbe Order, — Ne 
a Mwould be ſet in One Line of the Hebrew Bible, the Son 
„ i muſt be at the Left Hand of the Father; Ad the Holy 
ſal G bof at the Left Hand of ibe Sn #4] The Left Hol 
it w the bigber Place upon Solomon's Throne, (2 Kings 
A baggy For That the King retain'd, and gave the 
Rigi: Hand to his Mother. {5:] The LG Hand is the 
hight} Place uponitbe Mediatioral Throne of Chrift, Pſ. 
IXLV. 10. Ear This the Lord takes up and gives the 
ol Right Hand to the Church, £6] The Left Hand is the 


rf higher Place among the Arabians. the Poſterit 
—_ to this very Days. Therefore b. — Xo 


pure 

All Enane bumbling bimſelf to take apon him the Form of a 

* Servant, is exactly. repreſented: to our — Df 

Jeeptions 2 4 Perſan firſt ſitting. ä with Ne 

aher ther * the: Right H F the-1 0 Fl 
ny 
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_ ſubſiſting in Some one or two of the Perſons; par: 


ficarion of the Word, both by" Natural Reaſon and i 


Ways, either frf the Perſon ſuppoſed ſupreme mutt 


Thee are Dr. 
1 attempts in 


48 8 


all C 8 54. 2 
Place Inferior 1 to all the 4 thus 
ſubordinate to the other Two, and 
which hereafter. | F * 
2 (3). Now fince is che Titl 
in all the — And 
uſual Vetſion of Ichorah is of 
cation ; And ſince GOD which. is 
Verſion of Jehovah, is alſo of the 
tion, where it cannot be proved to 
of Jehovah ; It would be very 
every Text in this ſecond Selen 
vhether the Term God jor does 
cither firſt, the tibftatice in all th 
the fame Subſtanch 
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not fi 
Three Perſons, br ſecondly, 


oularty characterized by the Text. Aud in this 
latter Caſe it muſt be enquired what erſons are 
thus characterized. And then it Will appear to 
which Perſon the Eminence does belo dau, any E- 
minence were in the Title which oettainly is 

not. This Enquiry. is the more neceſſary , becauſe 
the Title God unleſs conſined by the Tex.” muſt be 
underſtood to be the Title of- Self-exiftent Sub- 
nce as ſubſiſting not in One but in Three Per- 
For this — — is the firſt and Natural Signi- 


AL Reve lation. 
2 (0 The Eminence in chis Title eatipos lis fn 
ſtood to be of one Perſon in the moſt Holy Trinjey 
over another Perſon. but by one o theſe. Tu 


be expreſly affirmed ſuch over the Perſons fuppo® 
ſed ſabordinare : Or. Secondly; the Perſons ſupps- 
* — be affirmed — eithet 

expreſs Terms, or by ha hings aſcribed 
to them not ö — dreme, 
ways of. 


:lark.s oun 


4 


* 


8 ( 95 ) 
rinlite latter in his ſrcbnd and third Chapters * But be 
(ails n the Former, there is no Proof 
in this Section. 1 The Title God put n is 
gt him [2] e Titte Father [rom Fin 
| bac * When confined to 53 
1 "the Holy Triniry is againft' hitn. 
Wilco are the Titles son 8d 8 rir, 1 
Contradiſtinction to the Term For the Re- 
lation in the moſt Holy Trinity is compatible with 
d inffl:be Unity of the Self. exiſtent Subſtance, and with the 
5 Subſitence thereof in the Pirſon thus dift inguiſht. Thus 
doeiſſ it muſt be taken in No. XXXVI. Jabs iii. 16. GOD 
melo loved the World, that be gave bit only begotten Son, 
col [that whoever believes in him ſhould have Ever- 
„ laſting Life, or (as the ſame Apoſtle expreſſes in 
Ns nt place) to be the Propitiation far out Sins. ] 
For it was not the Petſon of the Father who gave 
the Son, but the Perſon of the Sen who Thro' the Spi- 


5H Fathers Perſon accepted this Oblation in our ft 
ie which was more chan ſtrict Juſtice required, a 

t be ſo may be {aid to have given the Son, and tho this 
vas done thro the Holy Ghoſt, yet the firſt Senſe 
of the Words conſines che Oblation or Gift to the 
Sofis own Perſon; and a ſecond Senſe only extends 
it to the Father and to the Holy Ghoſt. And yet 
ſince both their Perſons are — in this Oe 
conomy, it muſt be allowed chat the Title God iv 
this Text, is the Swhſtance in all the. Perſons, and the 

ion is the Denatation of the Perſon who is 
ven for ur, \fir{d by hinfelf, then by the Holy ws 
then by the Father, And was it not that the He- 
brew has no Neuter Gender at all; And that the 
Subſtance being Perſonal, is always of che Maſcu- 
line Gender: ſbould choſe to follow the Nature 
of dur own Language, and ſay — God govt rhe 
Sen thereof, even the only begotten. For thus the Greek 
f 8 John may be nne n 
Pr 


ler: 
wa 
pF 
bed 
me. 


rit gave e himſelf, Heb. ix. 14. And therefore tho the 
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(96). 7 
Procal Senſe with Reſpect to the whole Subſtance, and 
he particular Perſon of the Son, is the Antient Las 
Verfion ſeems to have taken it. [4] The Particle 
AND when put between the Title God and the 
| Words Son or Spirit or any Title of the Son, will not 
amount to an Acimnation of ſuch Suptermacy ove 
the Son and Spirit. For the Diſtinction may be 
only in the Characters of the Son and Spirit, each of 
which ſuſtain Two Characters, One ſupreme, and 
the other ſubordi nate. Thus the Son as ſupreme, is 
upon the Throne at the Left Hand of the Holy 
Ghoſt; But as Mediator ſtands at the Right Hand 
of the Holy Ghoſt, as noted above (ſee page 
92) And therefore the Son is the Perſon who 
conſider'd as ſitting upon the Throne is the Self- 
exiſtent Subſtance, at whoſe Right Hand the ſame 
Perſon ſtanding in a diſtinct Character is the Me- 
diator to the Self. exiſtent Subſtance, of which more 
R „ befkeaſter 
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* Filium ſuum Unigenitum. Where if we take ſuus 4 it is 
ſometimes uſed for proprium only, it may either refer to one 
Perſon or more, as in that of the Phraſe — Suus cuique Mos — 
every one hath HIS OWN Way, the Term Suus th it confines 
the Way to each particular, yet the Univerſal Senſe of the Re- 
lative Cuique makes it extend to all the Perlons in the World. 
Therefore, in this Senſe the Latin Verſion. of the Text leaves the. 
Reader to determine, whether this Son whole Generation is in- 
effable, is one of the Perſons in the Subſtance who gave the Son. 
Ar this Exgliſt Phraſe the Houſe order'd their -6wn Speaker, 
may de render d Oratorem ſuum. And ut 10: body would unider- 
ſtand this to exclude the Speaker from bis tare in this Order, or 
Fim his Memberſhip in, the Houſe of Commons. a Thergfyrs. las 
Senſe e leaving the Senſe th. ls e determined, 1 
cannot but think the judicious Author of that Veiſion intended to 
expreſs both the Poſſeſſive and the Reciprocal Senſe of Suns, 
with Relation to the Subſtance in which,the Son is one Perſon, 
and to his own Perſon who gave Himſelf. 174 ene a and 
paticular Senſe in the fame Pros 1 have © nottd Pefore: 
And this is exatly agreeable” to the *Hebitw Idiom, which 
expreſſes both the Poſſefſive and Reciprocal: Pronoun by 1b. 1 * 


* 
. 1 * 4 
a % 


2 6 


Particles N or by &c. put 
God - and che Tiles of the hs 5nd, me [4 theſe 

either make the Term Gad à Perlonal Character as 
N that of St. fobn, 1. I, 2. no. XXXIi. explain d by 


2 eſtamens, which ſome take to be an Evidence that 


affirmed eminent and 


** 95 


2 1 Leaſt of all can * ra- 
peg 199) 0 ik, bee the 


macy . 


1 Epift; I. 2. The Mord was with GOD --- Ky - Father, 


12 elſe do more N fall in with the Perſonal 


E or Acts of the Son ot Spirit under the 
next Chapter. hon One Thing remains in divers 
Texts in this Se 
upon it, and that is, Wy A in the Greek of the new 


the Perſon called 3 0% THE GOD muſt thereby be 
reme, above thoſe Perſons 
that are not ſtiled by the Title God with the Ar- 
ticle prefixt, and that this Article confines the 
Term to the Father. But theſe are very great Mi- 


Rakes: For 1ſt, the Article is; uſed in the Greek, 
where it cannot be apply d to the Perſon of che Fa- 
ther, Matth. 1. 23. GOD with. us, is in the Greek 


* nun O . — mon, Fey 5 Greek 
ord 3 beds is to apply d to t n, an 

the ſame Senſe as af pre, apply'd co him, Nel 1 
wal" 3udy ſignifies the Nature or Subſtance of of Mes 3 an 
therefore 2 bat ſignifies fert, THE DEITY, the Na- 
ture, or Subſtance of God, that which in Notions of 
Created Subſtance would be called the abſtracte i 
Nature. And then becauſe the Subſtance of God can- 


not be conſider'd without the Notice of the Perſona- 


lity, therefore the Second Senſe of 5 beds is chat which 


in created. Subſtance would have been called the | 


Concrete ; The Nature in the Perſon of the Son: And 


— — — — — 150 | 
tive” and diftingniftes only e which ſne e 
the Latin und Greek cannot de in their La e the 


Pronoun 


may be 


3% 


be both Poſſe gue. 
Need. " nu +1 V2) an, 


which has a deal of ſtreſs laid 


e \Senſo 


K 
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| D 
further ſtill, becauſe there are in the one Perſon 
of the Son Two Natures, viz. the Deity in the 
Perſon of the Word and the human Nature, each 
of which are diſtin, therefore the Article after ha- 
ving ſhewn the Subſtance of the Deiryand Perſon, in 
whom that Subſtance doth ſubſiſt, doth in the 34 place 
diſtinguiſh this Subſiſtence from the human Nature. 
And this teaches us to underſtand without Confuſion, 
thoſe Fexts in which the Title GOD is by the 
Articlegdiſtinguiſhed from the human Nature in ſuch 
Acts as are proper to the Perſon of Chriſt. This is 
manifeſt from the Uſe of the Article in the foreci- 
red Text of Mat. 1. 23. and alfo in that of Act, ii. 
22. (No. LVII.) Jeſus of Nazareth A MAN appro- 
wed of God, [vn 73 de by THE GOD the Deity in 
the Perſon of the Word tabernacling in his Man- 
hood] (Jeb r. 14.) 977 you by Miracles, ---- which 
God [6 des THE GOD] did by Him (the Man) The 
Diſtinction of the Perſons in the Trinity, and of 
the Nature in the Perſon of Chriſt, are all kept up 
by this Article. And now I ſuppoſe the Adverſaries 
will not inſiſt upon any Eminence or Suprema 
in the uſe of the Articles, ſince ir fixes the Title GOD 
upon the. Perſon of the Son whom they do not delight 


0 honour. 
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CHAP. I. SECT Ul. v. 


HE Attributes and Worſhip in the Texts in 
theſe Two Sections will not confine the Self- 
eriſtent Subſtance to the Perſon of the Father, till 
the Son and Spirit are firſt proved to be Derived Beings, 
which is the Queſtion, On the contrary, many of 
them are the Attributes of the Son and Spirit, and 

fo far as they affirm that Perſon to be Self. exiſtent 

| odd. hs | So to 


a 


S 1} O af 


this Paſſage, that che Per 


« 0 of «1 &f 0 od 


2 | | | 1 0 Miu 24505 4: *143 *A nt 
td whom they, ate aſcribed, they prove the Son and 
$pirit to be Self. exiſtent. For (I] The Title Lord 
T7 
le of the Son and Spirit, [17 becauſe it appears 4g 
erlon whom the Man Chriſt 
thus ſtiles, is the ſame Perſon, who. bid theſe Things 


from the Wiſe and Prudent, and revealed them to. Babes. 
And this Perſon is ſoon after ſald to be the 


5 is ſoon after fuld to_be the Sev , 
reveals to whom he will. Arid the Holy Ghoſt, 1 Cor, 
xii. 3. [2] The Title Lord of the whole Earth is, gi- 
ven to Fehovah in Pſ. 97. whom all the Gods are. to 
worſhip, Which Paſſage is confined to Chriſt, Heb, x, 
[3] The Holy Ghoſt in P/. 110. (ſee above page 52.) 
declares himſelf reſolved to ſubdue all 5 7 to 5 Song 
and n muſt himſelf be Lord of all, ers 
- 


therefore ſince we agree hot to exclude the Fathers 
Perſon, this Title Father and Lord of Heaven an 

Earth in this Paſſage, is the ſame as in the Modern 
Language, God the Creator and Preſerver of all things} 

in whom there be Three Perſons of One Subſtance, Power, © 
and Eternity. (2) The God of 1ſratl is moſt certainly 
the Self-exiſtent Subſtance in this Perſon of the' Son. 
This appears from that of P.. 68. recited con- 
fired to Chriſt by St. Paul, Epb. IV. And this Title 
alone is ſufficient to prove the Sen to be wu ray 
(3) The Doctor himſelf not truſting to his Criticiſm, 
upon St. Matthew, xix. 17. (in No. I.) here affirms, 
the Perſon-of the Father to be God of Himſelf, and 
THEREFORE Good, but this is begging the Dueſtion, 
for if the Son alſo is God of ' himſelf, as hE muſt; be, 
if he is the Self-exiſtene Subſtance, it will follow 
that he alſo is GOOD is the ſame Senſe as the Fu- 
rber is Good --- The ſame muſt be ſaid of the Hel) 
Spirit. (4) Here then in all the following Texts it 
would de enquired, whether the Attributes and mor- 


ſhip are confined to the Father: And if they are; then 


whether they are ſo tonfined as to exclude, the Sum 
20 CEOEEETES 1 y | 


* 


N (160). 3 
Fet the ſecond will not follow. But the firſt is not 
granted, for unleſz it be the ſingle Attribute of in- 
'viftble, there is not one in all this third Section, but 
may fairly be aſcribed to the Son or Spirit, and uſt 
be if the Context be obſerved, and the Worſhip of 
the Son and Spirit is in many Places ſet down in the [ame 
ONE Numerical Word with that of the Fatber.. 
From the whole it will appear, that nothing in 
this firſt Chapter of Dr. Clark's Book can fairly be 
interpreted, to give any ſupreme Eminence to the 
Perſon of the Father in the moſt Holy Trinity, 
over and above the Perſons of the Son and Holy 
Ghoſt, conſider'd as Perſons in the ſame moſt Holy 
Trinity, and not as in their Characters of Mediator, 


which tho Inferior Characters are compatible with 


the Self-exiſtence of their Perſons, as will appear 
in the ſecond and third Chapters. pap je 
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Cu AP. II. 


. Bufineſs of this Chapter in Dr. Clark's 
1 Book, is to ſet forth ſuch Texts as ſpeak of 
the Son of God in the New Teſtament, that the 
Reader may determin whether he is a derived Be- 
ing, and conſequently whether the Doctors Appli- 


cation of the. Texts in the former Chapter is right. 
Now in Order hereugto, \ 


/ 


1 SECTION I. | 

0 . \ 1 WI © . 35 - "_w + 

The Doctor collects a few of thoſe gu erous 
OD. But 


Paſſages, in which the Son is ſtiled G ut 
even in theſe few. Texts ſomething remains. to be 
examined to determine the Queſtion: before us. [] 
If the Term God put - abſolutely gives a ſupreme 
er ; 9s $1 - Eminence 


Eminence 2 * ens K to p 


WA 10 4 
the ſame Term put the ſame way, ſhall nö ou 

the fame Eminence to the Son? 55 i 
re 4 Wi 


a 
I, there 2 
in the Term in this Text The 
1 GOD, and tbe Word was GOD ? Here then % 
would be enquired, whether there is not another In- 
terpretation of. thaſe Words, beſides thoſe named by the Da- 
#or, (his Dot. 5. 86. And his Reply to Mr. Nelſon's 
Friend, p. 1 260 Namely dis he On ehovah,. of 
Self-exiſtent Subſtance, 100 1 10 ehen F thy 
Mord, was with the Perſon of the Father, in whoſe Pex- 
[un the ſame Self-exiſtem Subſtinet'4id fbf 5885 1 
Subſtance is Ove in both che Perſons, * 
GOD. The Perſons of each are Alling, % On 
Perſon war with the other. And chat this Enquiry 
may be more ſedately conſider d, it Would be fur- 
ther inquir d, Whether the Seriptufe does not diſtin- 
uiſu the God oi Ifrael' — the falſe Gods by by this 
erm Jehovah,:Exod, xxii. 2 And how this could | 
be done, if Jehovah was not che Title of the Self- 
exiſtent Subſtance'z for any of thoſe Gods might 
have taken the Title, if it had not been 'known to 
be a Title of the Subſtance. And furcher, ' whether 
the Title 1 AM is not 2 Title ef che Eflence or 
Subſtance of God, and whether this is not the Tit! 
by which he order d himſelf to be made known to 
the Children of I-ael, Exod: in, 13, T5. And Whie 
he preferred to the Relative attributes by which 
he had been formerly known, cb. vi. 3. Further yet 
whether the Tiile I AM claimed 'vy our *Bleſf ed 
Lord, (Job. viii. 58.) And the Term SpIRIT uſed 
by him concerning God, Jobs iv. 24. are not Titles 
the Subſtance 2 Laſtly, which in this particular [C7 
hominem) may be more than all whether Pr. Ci 
does not Ag uiſb the Perſon of tb Father in, the moſt - 
Holy Trinity, by the Cbaratter of Selfcexiſtence, Yay bis 
Do. page 465;) And whether this is not I. i. 
WER, to n Conſtiuent fs 5 
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[ f Wu erſon, | 
IM. Dr, rightly en | 

to. One human Nature in Chriſt thofit)- is wor G 
tor, ** „ 77 11 z| | 4 My Roy 7 7 


(102) 


257 e Eſſence and Subſtauce of God. Io which add, that 
tho it may be true, the Scripture does not declare whatghe 

aht ante of God , or even what the Subſtance" of 

n Angel, or of an human Soul is; yet it has given 
ſufficient Notes of Diſtinfion, by which we know an 
Ange] is not a human Soul, and that neither of 
them are God. And fo alſo it has plainly diſtin- 


% % 
„ 


Rica the Trinity of Perſons, and as plainly affir- 


ed the Unity, the Numerical Unity of the Sub- 
ance in the Trinity of Perſons: +. And this by ſuch 
aflages on the ong Hand as affirm-ghe Self. exiſtent 
ubſtance fo he but one and undivided ; And on 
he other hand afficm the ſame Titles Attributes, 
Works and Worſhip of all the Three wich ſuch 


vin; In like manger, as the , 
and Worſhip do prevent Arianiſmm on the other. O 
the Titles that Title GOD is the firſt and moſt 
Eminent, and aſcribed in the ſame Senſe to the Fa- 
ther and to the Son in this Text! (John 1. 1. No. 
DXXXV.) - ww tf „ reins Sin 10 9if 4. hl 
> Tt. ig my F not to meddle with the Fa- 
N e Dr..Clatk declines their Teſtimony, 


but J cannot but obſerve how readily he miſtakes 


Orsgep, and cites him when he makes againſt him 
The, Paſſage of Origen: manifeſtly 'referrs to the Two 
2 in the One Perſon of Cbriſt. One of which is 
Winger from the Father by the Perſonal Propriety, be- 
ing the ſame with the Father in'1he Unity. of the Self ext. 
ſtent Subſtance, the other Nature in Ehriſt is not God, but 


being made Cod by the Participation ¶ N rend not Com- 


munication as the Dr. thrice cotruptly renders but 
Participation] Tis EK EIN OX $6747 ef Detey of bu 

Frei of che Perſon of Chriſt às the 
explains,” xc avitd&Reply.p.126.] thefe- 


* 
7 
: 


* 


. | | &'s $1 - N | yer | 
| ugned t then more Uſual acceptaluridf. 
tos. Vol the £ | 


Alen Rahe im, the; 


. p | 9 d A "— * «4. + — N oo _ 
inge? Jo his Reply to the Remarks, page $25, 7 | | 
71 the Rector of St. James s has: n LE td meddl, 13 


nn A 
Jet is v properly called God. See the whole Pallge 
in the s Doctrine, page 335: But , reid 
the Greek, and let the Verſion remain unread n the 


Doctor pleaſes fo 1 it. 


* the Title God, tho it be ambiguous in 
Gre 


Latin, and Engliſh, yet in the "Scripture 
Two Way e are taken to make it certain and deter- 
minate. [1] The. Hebrew: hath divers Words ren- 
der d God, lome. of which are expreſſire of the 
Subſtance, others 2 the Attributes, and others of 
the Office of the God of Iſnael + Thoſe char expreſs 
the Subſtance are Ejeb, ub, 4 450 Fehovab. Of theſe 
Jebovab is ender d uſual Lord, but ſometimes 
GOD. Any is apply 40 to Chriſt in that of St. Luke, 
1. Lule 1. 36. (Doctrine No. 5 4) and afficms his 
Perſon to be Jehovah the $ +4 Tax Subſtance. 
Thoſe that expreſs the Attributes are; EL (mighty) 
Shadda; Almighty, Gnelion.the High, Rc. of. theſe EI 
which is confined to che Self-exiſtent Sub: ance by 1/. 
eh. 45. 22. ĩs alſo aſcribed to Chriſt, Mat. 23. (Balk. 
No. 533.) Thoſe, of the Office are Elohim. the 
ediator, Ce. Which being claimed by the falſe 
Gods of the Heathen are. LES ambiguous till 
made certain by the Declaration of the Subſtance 
of the true Mediator, Exod XX. 2. and xxii. 20. This 
Title God i is therefore. to be. firſt; made certain, and 
then it will prove the Perſon of the Son to be the 
Self. exiſtent Subſtance, and yet a Perſon diflinct 
from the Perſon of the Father, who is not the E- 
lohim, and from the Perſon of the Holy Ghoſt who 
was not the Elohim of Iſrael. This x thy is. the firſt 
way of removing the Ambiguity of the Title God, 


namely having Recourſe to the Hebrew. [2 ] The 


\ 


Work an 


poet's np way is the Conſideration | of the Attributes, 
1 Waorſtyp, attending the Title. QF which in 
75 e en TS. are Ge ot 9 2 
ed for ever 57 5 9. 47 Great 5 
dur li, 13. Ge. 749.9 r Ju, . oY 
44 
7 Tee Hh itte e 


3 
a 7 *% \ L 


755 I of 'which 8 > adv $4 wy Title Gut 
ba gs to Chriſt, and if it does not it would be 
 a6ked win the Texts are put under this Section * 


Ms SECTION AT -- '$ 


8. 747 


5 


Then Door ſhould ſhow how any. oifs can be the MW 
Creator,” and 0 15 not be the firſt Cauſe and Al- 
mighty 77 Or if this be tos hard, let him prove that 
in this very Sectio on, THE GOD 2 created all 
' things by Jeſvs Chiiſt „Epb. iii. Keel. dedr 3 db 
"0 8 Yeo THE GO the Inv One in Chriſt, Col. 
1. 16. The Deity of Chtiſt, 110 5 : page 98. 1 not the 
Jehovah, the Seit exiftent bft ſubſiſting in 
is Perſon, which may be true, for ought appears 
to 9 acer in as of his Works, "Ind is true 
8 Scripture. For the Seriptutes alledged by 

Clark do none of t 15 ſay tht Son created in 
Obedience to 11 Father. vhole Tenor of the Bi- 
1 all along infinuates, Thar tbe Son "himſelf out 
bis tender Love to Man, "treated May, 7 bis own Wills 
fate, tho" he foreſaw it would coft him ſo dear to redeem 

And thus he is adored in Fox Revelation. 

Thi haſt” created” all things, and FOR THY WILLS 
SAKE, they are and were created” Speaking to bim 
that fat Un the Throne, who was tke 1 Son of 

Ba: and. Bc called Jeſus,” Gr. 2 1 


; SECTION m1 W. 


FT 


* Days weg SeRions it would be 1 cheered, defi 
the Attributes aud | Worſbip e ro the Sw of God 
are the ſame with thoſe aitributed as Dr. Clark thinks in b. 
I. 8 III. W IV. 7 Toe. Perſon of "the Father j for then 
They cafinbr be c e bby tt oer. | 
| | - of the ” Subf Pane ;\ Arid the erefore can prove nothing at 

All till che Queſtion, ber ber the Son ii the ſame Self 


exiſtent Subſ ace iñ determined, n the — at: 
bo pore, ? . þ Section 


7 8 3 w * * 1480 
11 17 , N , 4 >» 


K 


"4 155 ** we 
aged e 4 o 1 0 * v. = nn gia 
Now 9 :aſtly m_—_ this. of 'rhs 
f-ex5ſtence; ſhould be determined by the CharaGers 
ven to Chriſß, in the Texts collected in the Fifth 
ction. In wich the Theſis: or before 
> Texts-promiſes to ſhew us ſome Characters, not 
atible with\Self-exifftence. But it will not be ve fon 
y for every Reader to 1 the Que 
by. I am not willi ge Artfulneſs 
Collector, but this 1 473 7 3 be 
en # Learned Pains ta prevent: the Reader ma- 
any other Determination of the Point, thaw in 
Front this Seftion, | before any ef the Paſſages. 
ere are many Texts put together to 
binge, without ſnewing which to vbirb. For 
n of the Perſon of the Son is one thing, 
0 the \Frundatien: of. his Miſſion another, and the 
cerciſe of. that Miſſion is a Third. And again, in 
at third'the Performance of ſuch as are com- 
ible with ence, ought to be diſtinguiſh'd 
om thoſe 
re been put 
long; T thus the Truth 
ſtead of this, Here are 
ndred Tbirty and Nine Textj pur "together, of which 
ONE — confined to the Derivation of the Per- 
of the Son, all the other relate to the Aiſſn, or 
ay be _ attached thereto. In the Texts that re- 
| — to the I Iche greateſt Part are nor deciſtve, 
c — 1 1 mighe determin the 
either{ 2 Ped everwithies Obſervation, 
5 Ofche ff Sort are all the 
Fexts concerning the 5» Men in Chriftian 


Knowledge; of rhe 2d Sort are ſuch Texts us relate 


the SatisfuBions made iy Chriff | for the Sin of Man. 
3 relate to the Redken 


\ | the human Netwre in the Perſon of Chrift, ; Feſt, 


chat are not, and theſe. latter ought to 

10 that Nature in Cbriſ to which they 
br have 
chis 


d, But 
ction 700 


* 


28 ou[neſs, cannot determine whether our Teacher is Self- exiſbe 


C106) 
Firſt, Thoſe that relate to our Inſtruct ion in Righ 


or whether he undertakes this Office voluntarily, 

by:the Command of a Superior, or at the Deſire: of an! 
qual, ſo that he may be Self-exiftent, for ought app 2 
in any of cheſe Texts, ſo far as they confine thet 


ſelves to this Part of his Miſſion. 11 
24h, Thoſe Texts that relate to the Satisfaction a 4 
by Chriſt for our Sin, are not obſerved by" Dr. Clark. H, 
has collected many ſuch, but in the: Title of bas ] 
Part, he ſays the (there) following: Propeſitions [et fo M 
the Doctrine in the foregaing Texts, And therefore fin * 


none of thoſe Propoſitions determin the Nature 
the Satisfaction made by Chriſt for Sin, Dr. C 
muſt allow me to ſay, be bas not tuen aw Notice 
this Doctrine in any if the Texts by bim colledied. - + 
And yet this would have: determmied: the Charafier 
Selfrexiſtence in the Perſon of Cbriſt. For if the Sati = 
ction made by him for our Sin, is 4 proper Legal , 
rol he who makes this Satisfattion muſt baue : 
IS OWN. wherewith #0 de it. And therefore find, 
no derived Being has any thing f bis own, more n, 
what is due to God, from whom he has his Being 
it will follow that »o- derived Being can make 4 prof 
Legal Satisfaction to God for the Sin, of another Bei 
Therefore the Determination of that Queſtion,  whetl 
Chrift bas made a proper Legal Satisfaction of off... 
Sin, would bqve determined this Queſtion, whether 
Son of God 18 a detived Being. 1 Hs .» 9 | 
Thirdly, The Texts that relate to tbe Exaltation 
the human Nature in Chriſt, had they been truly e 
plain d, and the Doctrine therein ſet ſorth in 
Propoſitions together with ag attentive Conſidet 
tion, [L.] Of tie Faftice of the Father, and [2] oft 
Detorum always preſerv d. by: the, Sow: This allo mig 
have determined the / Queſtion :of.the,Self- exiſtence 
te Lon. To make this appear, I ſhall propaund the 
ſew Theſes, in ſome of Which it is already are 


on both ſides. % *{\14% 341 14 hut en e 


© 105 * 
Le agreed on both Eden. 2 | 4a 
Tre the Father and Son are Dina 0 2 | 
2 | That the Sow bad: an "Exiſtence Legend to the 
arnation. ** at 11 1 
"FF 1. That in this „1 e he bad Glary and 4. 
55 e 172. line 3; = the 8 and Page 
7: * * Ni 63. 
o far it us ; aged on on 2550 4 n 
4]. That the human Nature A it wow exalted 
he ſame Orig Rt 77 -and-Dignity,; as Dr. Clark 
reſles it, ſee fig P 5 368. J. 13. 15 alſo agreed; 
ided tlie Term Orig is underſtood to relate only 


„e Mediatorial Kingdom of - Chriſt, mentioned by - 


Clark in the'Pallage where he uſes the Term. 
vi That which. er ro be determined here is this. 


„ 


£0. 2 Participation of this Glory, is a Diminut ion 
brGlry : Nature, in e C aue prior 
3 Incafnatl, 
90 4 1% . ile be” Ald therefore by the 
| ture, it muſt be a. Diminution. And 
25 who knew what it was, calls it a taking away 
Im that Glory Which was enjoyed by the Son of 
d prior to his Incarfiation, Phil. 2. And affirms 
i autmoſt Degree of this Glory to be 4 Sort of Hu- 
lation, 1 Cor, xv. But I muſt confeſs Dr. Clark 
y be excuſed for the neplet# of both theſe. Natural 
aſon has been thought to falter, when the Sub/i- 
, one Subſtance in Three Perſons has been inquired f, 
I St. Paul's Words are a Sort of Language, which 
Interpreter} do" not read. And ſome of thoſe Inter- 
ters are Friends to the Cauſe, and muſt be follow'd 
n b Men that ; orga have us. think they. value no 
v 5 1 gent. Gn 4:4 5 
"the ow this Diminutign 1 f the firſt: Glory of the Media- 
J Kingdoms of. wig Son, by admitting the human 
We | Pure into a i Participation thereof, may thus deter- 
9 mine 


mine the _ concerning the Self-exiftence gf 
| or — deſired d by the prior to ſuch C˙mand. ir Sa 


tum of a Derived Heing. It ſtands a Blot'in't 


aw» 


KE. 


(108) 


[6] This ie was either commanded 
the Father, it would be affer'd, whether ſuch Comma 
iſts with Juſtice, For it ſeems to be a taking from he Son, 
which was his Right, The Submi of the the Son wake 
Difference, becauſe that may conſiſt wich au Fus 
2 with what is taken away, ar in unnnber Inſtange, Ma 
Af mx 1 V 11 qo 9 7 Co > 46 
imſel 7. Clar ajes it) R wo er'd 
enpey bim tire would not have been ixconfiſtent with the 
Chava&et of 
ſes, that he had his Brother Aaron Sociate with him, | is 
Embaſſy to Pharagh:  Andithe- Foundation of that 27 
puzed as a Crime to Moſes, Exad. Nen and Ar 
Therefore ſince it is manifeſt Reaſ on, a9. Gad c 
aft unjuſtly, we cannot fay the Af ot 0 'of the human 
ture into the Glory enjoyed we by t 
nation, was done: at — Command 12 


And fiuce the Scripture aſſures us, 
out Spot. (Heb. * He mu prove, A ived Lt 1 
be blamelefs, that ele ahother Den ived Be 
the Charge with him. Tt cannot be ſaid hot the 
be buman Nature to that.which. Dr. Clatk the 
of the Son, is a, Advancement of the Son in Dr. 5 8. $f 
thereof, for he ſays page 368. . The Son empted himſelf in 
10 it. And the 325 muſt ſuppoſe it to be a Dimiih « 
otherwiſe his Argument will ſtand thus, The 'Grape empril 
felf of one half of: dt own  Jwice, to tabs in the ane Oh 1 | 
Vater, and yet the Vine retains the ſame Qriging ry n the 
Lumntity as hefore the emptying it ſelf- 
And Now fourthly, we are teduced to the þ Text in 
Section, concerning the Derivation of the Perſon 1 
is one Clauſe of a Paſſage, No. 940. from Heb: 1. 3. Thews 
Son, this Da 9 J have hegottenthes.. And this Paſſa 4 FRO 1 
indeed ſet forth the Origination of the Perſon © LA. 
Fom the Pe: ſon of the Farber yet it does this in for 2 4 1 . 
as cannot be 8 70 Infer a Derived Subſtance in the 
Orig from the Ee the Father 7 — — * 
rigen, as Dr, 1 Cites ee ie 
10 80 againſt Dr. Ty that tbe A, Vie en 
fence does fubſiſt in the Perſon of be Faber, and of the 
And theretore if we take Dr. Clark's dun Mavageme | 
thoſe e even then altho? the Queſtion the 


91 tbe, Subftauce, of. the Senn the mah of Hoy: Twin | 
2085 of zhe Con 17 5 85 e the Colle&ioh ; A 
me 


Re eck of fo ta, and the "miſtaken Tum Bie. 


25 51 15 810. wy * 711 By? {#3 VB e 
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Nah to — 


ie 1 * Great Britain upon the X. 


aa de Prince ſuſtains Two Characters, aud 35 r Supreme-and 


NN dug in upon the Act of Uniformity, 
Caius is in debt to Titius aud bis Two Partners, Titius 


Ds kw 


s is not ſo fullydetermined as it ;obt have been, yet there js 
Dr. Clark, chat the Son is the Self. 
nt Subſtance, and't at bis own Fuer prove it, ſo that bs 
15 condemned. 
Point being de determined, all the reſt which depend 
of courle in with it. The Titles One God,. 
ce abſolutely, and all rhe Eminence, Attributes. 


352 
5 5, Ae del Jo the 1 of the Father, will be coofelled 
long to the Perſon of the Son, without Differenceor bity. 
= Diſtin& Characters of the Son, viz. Brer- 


1 2 


„and that of 3 barely account for all thoſe 
Ay 1 the Bible and in our L 8 joan? us 70 apply te 

| or THE FATHER BY 12 tho” we 
the Term God 985 the Ky rinity, and = 


an atber to be the T 45 3 725 A y Triniy, which 
s allo in be at Son himſelf. For thus, the Ki 

eat Britain upon 4 15 one ir in 4 Character diſtin. from t 

s-Bench, In the FOR- 

rater. His Majeſty enad a Law, by which any 

1 Orders as therein ſet down, and yet conſecrating the Euchariſt 

erein ment ion d, al it for his Offence, 100 L Now the 


Yin the [ame Chara&er muy enad further,that this Fine if it a 
10 be due, wall be Te to Greenwich H 27 Tn 
ATTER CharaGer udges the Offender in this behalf, 


, PET Puniſbment to inſl ict ſave this Fine, and cannot remit 
Fine but by a Compenſation thereof to dhe poor Seamen. Thus 


rdinate over and to himſelf. _ 
Ime that read this may be unwilling to ſu 


ſe any one will 
me then put 


VE. + Caius injolvent wil vu ler Shave, and: pay the abe, 86. 
i BAccount of, this Partnerſbip, in this Caſe muſt make Titias 


7 or to his Two Partners, and to himſelf. Thus the ſame Per- 
a both. Debtor and Creditor to himſelf, Since therefore 


Holy Trinity for the Lake of the — the 
cod Perſon, in the ſame moſt holy 


3 Iris our 
enen Duty to give moſt N. 
the $ any Boly SITS And — | 


0d SB, tp, be by by the Merits and Mediation of one of 
Perſons, We muſt fiddreſs the E 


* Adelie ving the Father to be cht firſt 
ver of all 3 aer 9 of — 
«:# Ei is one, to W I e £2 Holy 

2 8 and Glory tor ever, auen. 


CHAP, m. 


ins are galled Debts in Soriptuse and are forgiven Nan | 


e Grace. of God is the Grace . Sub- 
1 of all the Peffons, in whom that Subſtance doth ſub- 


er for the ſake of hie 
„the Maker and 


ned Man muſt be the Title of the Holy Ghoſt. And ſo inc 


Sect ions, What proof there is that theſe mighty Works are 
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SECTION. vn, ur, iv, v. vl, vii, 


R. Clark in theſe Sections ud prove ſome thing alen 
to the Holy Ghoſt, not compatible with SelF-exifte 
t fails herein as before concerning the Son. 
1. That the Holy Ghoſt is the Author of all Miracles, 
of thoſe done by Chriſt himſelf, is here aſſerted by Dr. 
but not one Text drove to prove it. However, let us fo 
preſent admit it, and then the Holy Ghoſt is the Father, 
dwelleth in Chi 5 who doth the Works. Joh. XIV. 16. And 
Term Father according to the Exquifite Judgment of this 


* = 
* 3. * - >» 1 
1 9 _ s . 1 
{ 0 * 
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it is in one Senſe, tor it is the Title of the Self.exiſtent $ 
Nance, which fubſiſteth alfo in the Holy Ghoſt. 
N. B. The Doctor may be defired to explain himſelf in 
New Doctrine of the Conduct of Chriſt, and the Duration th 
of ; And to prove it at moſt, may not be confined to the 
e Ce TR ns 10 
- IE, III, IV, v. It may be enquired in the 2d, and 3d, 4th and 
done by the Supreme Power of the Perſon of the Holy G 
and that theſe Attributes and Worſhip are not his. 1 can 
none, and if there is none, thoſe Texts prove him Supreme 
God of 0 and Self-exiftent. * > 
VI. VII. Neither is there any thing in theſe Two Se&i 


' incumpatible with Self exiſtence. If we take the Teri Fat 
in Dr. Clark's Senſe, as noted' juſt now for the Subſtance” 


God. And that we may not be too preſſing upon the Doctor 
militate with himſelf, I ſhall offer a Realon or two for 


Acceptation of the Term Father, beſides hat 1 have alle 


Jehovah in the Perſon of the God of Iſrnel, promiſes the 
Ghoſt, A#: 11.17. (No.'Tr57) This 'Promile is called the 
miſe of the 2 (No. 1156. Which Chriſt 
Son himſelf made — which ſaith be ye have heard of me} heftet 
the Son ſtiles himſelf Father, is not this becaufe ne 18 . 
GOD, Ad ii. 17. which the Prophet {tiles Jehovah. Joe 
And if one Perſon is called Father without Reipe& to the R 
lation between the Perſons in the moſt holy Trinity, and 
wy be ſo tiled. - And yinlefs we take the 

c 

ſearch all things, even the deep Things of God? And to tans 
all Hearts, and to help-all our Infirſfäties, and to haveere; 
the World, and to be infinite as God is ininite? Then is be 


in rhe Caſe of the SatiafaRion' made for us by tHie Sor, 16 


44" 10 ln 


ll ee 
err * * 
4 + 2 % * ad x 
„„ „„ «Sd 


. 
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2 1 ly Ghoſt tap” 
Self-exiſtent Subſtance it ſelf, how can he be underſftoo@ 


in $ 
INVE 


Sd bo 


Irplaining away the form of Baptiſm, Mat. 28. 18. And 


| \ (in) 1 Ss 1 
the Caſe of the ſanctifying Graces and Gifts of the Holy 
hoft, the ſame Petſon is both the Donor and the Gift. Thus 
 teceive the Graces of the Holy Ghoſt from the moft Ho 
rinity, in which the Holy Ghoſt is one Perſon, to whom wi 


De Father, and the Son, be all Honour and Glory for ever, Auen. 


And thus the Reader of mean Capacity. may judge for him- 


Ir, that the Texts in Dr. Clark's Doctrine do not on any 


and give any ſingular Eminence, Supremaey, Attributes, or 
"rſt , to i& — of the Perſons of the moſt holy Trinity, 


Wove the other; And therefore that his Propoſitions are as 


harged above. 


” 
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g C H A P. IV. 
N this Chapter the, Doctor puts ſome Texts together, bug 
very much miſtake the meaning of many of them : Many 
f them do not , mention the Perſon of the Father, and manu 


thers when they ſpeak of Chriſt, relate only to the MediaFor-. 


al Office, in which our Bleſſed Lord is confider'd as in 4 
haracter inferior to the Three Perſons --- ſitting at the Right 
and of the Throne. a n 
But to ſay the Truth, the Doctor founds no Propoſition upon 

his Chapter; It ſeems ſer down for an Opportuniryy 'F 5 

3 precarious that Noble Paſſage, of Joh. v. 7. Theſe 60 8 

Ie One. | | | 
(i) The Reader in the firſt will obſerve, the Text does not 

ay in the Names, but in the Name. (In the ONE Name) of the 


Father, Son, and N N And that this by St. Peter is called 


he Name of TH RD, Acts x. 48. And that the Lord is 
he Title of 8055 Self- exiſtent Subſtance, and all the Perſons, in 
hom that Subſtance doth ſu as noted above. wo gk 
(2) That Paſſage in St. John is. confeſſed to be left out of 
any Antient Manuſcripts, but ſo alſo isanother Text out of muſt 
opies of the New Teſtament, as Dr. Grabe has ſome time 
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